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Need not acquaint the World with the Occaſim of publiſhing 
,-. 7hss ang, which inderd i extorted from _ £ —_— 
. mours and unchriſtian Cenſures of ſomt,and the earveſt Importa- 
nities of others. - 
My taking the Oath of Alkgiance to King William and 
Queen Mary, after ſo long a. Refuſal, has occaſianed..a great: 
deal of talk, and, .a > many uncbaritable guiſſes : about it 5. Far 
How and blind Zeal always wanting either the Wit, or the good Will, 


% 


to gueſs Tight. _— | | 
One would have thought it the maſt probable Conjeftare , That « 
Mean, who bad forfeited all bus Preferments by refuſing the Oath, and 
*F. had for ever loft them, bad not the Government bees more.,mild and 
1 - gentle in delaying the Execution-of the Law, efed wery hapieftly and 
- ſincerely in it 3 and if ſo.,. That there #4 -alſo good 'Reaſon, $0 believe , 
| - that if the ſame Perſon afterwards takes the Oath , he as bo- 
; 7 neſtly in that too : for- what Reaſon there to ſuſpeft , that be , 
| who would not ſwear againſt the preſent perſwaſion of his Conſcience 
t0 keep his Preferments , ſhould ſwear againſt bis Conſcience to yet 
them. apain.* | dv.. nor" know , that \ I ave. given any. juſt 'Occaſi- 
on. to the World\ to mark ye. out for '@ Diſhoneſ® Man , or a 
Fool ; I may be miſtaken ; and ſo may any Body elſe, though never 
' fo Wiſe, and honejt: But this I am ſure of R that I never _ 
| | wit 


as ks f 
Ss "0" ©: ds #4 7-0 "" PY We Aa. 5. 4 "S, pA £ » 
"5 IE N '» Le 1 WE. bs at 1h Gs ATE, 0 = 28 R , + Sat X PTS IS. 'D = CE 
. a $4 AL + &* Fs Ce. £ 6 BL. PIs 6% ; J f IE tal *; 32 nd Se: <b = as Werke then VAT, L bs £4.14 gk POL REY js % 
v I ET LO Bf LO 8 >, IE MA SU - RS "I. BOSS BK IF F Fa _ FR 4 {* b $9 ” 3-24 OS TT BR WE at 0 $4 Re Os WW. Me $r. 4b ee >» + 0h 4 af 
DEBEEA by Ra Sos 2 OE "ax F EE. 3 Ge ow ol PO Ons My «.& 2 w&K, WS 2 29> Fn CahaRS = Ws ? Ce AT <5 
£ 7 2 I: __ X op p; £ *, - L Cans 4 : _ 5 £ 4 CG 2 mM me” _ —, X.4 4 5 od 
"a 0 '», MS. b #.: NoN * 4G. ” 57% v 4 x * - ; "I Oh: - 4 + Daw: oh * So L Ws . & ® 3 a 
F k. 5 - - n F.4 < 4 —- - $a 4 1, _ Lo - 
x ty 4 x . 7 Pro”, *<ngc, 00 2008 + - & ©" == "4 ; * 7" P I RE 254g A s 
»- - i by” £ A of A - 
n - + w 4 r © % L < - " > p . 
: 3d . 5 s 3 ' *; & FF: ] _—_ n 5 '$ 
: »* 
WS : 


BEES: mabayregy occgyrnthy tg tic Bec Mgproies piper herd 
| in ths Matter , from the 


Z tone | | _ beginning to _ the end ; and whether 
 T. bave ſufficient Reaſon for what I do, I refer to the trial of this 


' The = 's , though 1 refuſed to take the Oaths, I never. enga- 
ged in any Fattion againfÞ it * T1 ” made it my Buſmeſs to 
diſfwade Men from it : When my Opinion was asked, I declantd 
my own Thoughts, but I never ſought out Men to make. Proſelytes. 
While I thought it an ill thing ,, I was ſecretly concerned , that 
" ſome of uy PRLD Baimatt Frienls bad taken the bs if but yeti'ss 
Oppirtettiry ſerved," conerſed \avith thoje'rof them: boſe*- Lau! 
bag notiynale theiy Copverſation tyieaſie , wwh 1h" /angg Frien 
and""Freedom \ "that I uſed” to ds :* 1 believed them to be boa 
Men, and that they afted boneſtly, according to the perſwaſion of 
their own Minds, and wiſhed that T could | done as they did. 
I complied with the Government, as far as 1 thought 1 could with a 
ſafe' Conſcience : I always lrved quietly and peaceably ," and was Tea- 
dy" to have yiven Security to do- foi 'T' prayed for King William'\and 
Queen Mary by Name, according to the Apoſtles direion , to Toy 
For all that are in Authority, which they wifibly were ; though 7 
' knew at the ſame time, this highly offended ſome, who refuſed the 
Oaths, *and «made me ſtand, in a" manner, ſmgly by my ſelf. ; 
\T diways" oppoſed" a. Separation", and adviſed "not *a few, "who 
thought fit®.to- conſult. with 'me y to keep tothe Communion” of | the 
Church; and not to entertain Prejudices againſt their Miniſters for 
taking the Oath : for 1 was ſcnſible of the Evil and Miſchief of 
Schiſm, which- ſome hot Men were then forward to promote, and are 
ſorftill ; witnefi a late Pamphler in Anſwer to The Reaſoning parc 
of:the Unreaſonableneſs of raſh racks mn which juſtifies a 
Schiſm now, _ ſuch Principles, as wenuld have made all the Jews 
Sciſmaticks, when the High PrieFthood became Annual ( though our 
Saviour himſelf then communicated with the Jewiſh Church ) and 
- wakes the whole Greek Church Schiſmaticks, as often as the Grand 
Senjor charges their Patria'c 
"For 1 did not refuſe the  Oaths out of 'aviy fondneſi for the Govern- 
ment of King James, nor Seal for his Return'; whith , the preſent- 
profpett of affairs gives no Man;who brwes the Church of England, and 
 theLiberties of hu Country ,any reaſon tgwiſh: Nor yet out of any Awerſion 
ro the Goverrrnent of King William and Queen Mary: but againſt my 


own inclinations and Intereſt , out of pure Principles of Conſcience , 
4 | to 


ka Was a poli f Mind 6 s receive jog. uftion, " 
when ever it was offered ; 4 to ove eſe with ai per 
Government , when ever I could do it with a ie. Conſcience... 
prayed beartily to God, that if I were in a mift he would kt 
me ſee it ; that I mig br not Fs feit the. Exerciſe of my Miniſtry , 
for a: meer miſtake: pd I thank God, I have received that ſatu a: 
&Hom which 1 deſired; and if any Man can ſhew me,” that the Prin- 
| Ciples I att on are falſe, uncertain, or precarious, and (uch as cannas 
reaſonably ſatifie an honeſt and unbialſed Mind , I will confeſs, that 
my deſire of [atufation has ſecretly and inſenſi bly. diftorted my Fudg- 
ment, though 1 took all poſſible care.that it ſhould not. | | 

find, i the general Cry and Expettation s, that 1: ſhould give my 
Reaſons ; - though why 1 ſhould be. more iged. to give my Regſow for 
Swearing, thari 1. was: for not. S' wearing, 1 Om tell, 

Some ſeem wery fond of thu, bs upon. a 'preſui os. that TL, can ſay 
nothing, but what they can eaſily. Anſwer ; and that will  [ero6. ro 
expoſe 46, and the. Cauſe together : 1 have for . once Era d. theſe 


| 3 Men, , th X the may. have the o opportunity to ſhew their: 5k 5 


_. Others , who are ver well ied enim, pang Jer a Cu 
riofity. to Na what eraſed me., . ho have. been fe long dif 

ſenſe "But thu was no jutt "Occaſion to write Reaſons ; for 
if Reaſons were never {ſo plentiful with me, I can hardly think 
£ - worth: the, while to write @ Bock, 10. gratifie a meer . Curio: 


an There are ' others , who. are fil diſatisfied about the Oaths , 
and are deſirom to.:try.,. Whether they can. find that ſatufaftion , 
which. 1 hawe done. This , 1 conſefs, is a good Reaſon , which 
may in Charity oblige me; and bow bazardons an Attempt ſo- 
ever # be ; my \Dity. 20 God » and to bis Church , and to the 
Government , | as 'well as Charity. to my Brethren , ſeem _ to re- 
aire it , when it is deſired , and exatied from me : and I hope 
ſuch Men will conſider too , ,, what is their Duiy., as they will 
anſwer it to God, and to their oh Conſciences ; to read what 
I have written for their ſakes , carefully, and with an honeſt 
Mind ; and to qudge pb; : and whatever the yes be, ro" © 
take is kindly. | 
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'Hhothan the CB1$y) aw men of me-FairÞ war 


4 The PREFACE. 

TL ne rn nas whey 
ve reff > We Thor” wan Ape of great 5 and Iifaeis 
which ready to take all occaſions 16 reproach Refi on. and wg 
it; at «' Chent "ani. Inmpofture';, md ro Sin 20" Opportunity. to 
| | Religion themfeloes, rough 
they make a great noiſe aboat it to ferve their own Imereffs : And 
the general” compliance of the Clergy in taking: this New Oath, bath 
beew improved by men of this Spiris to very ill purpoſes : And nat 
only fo, bur fome wry Dion Chriſtians . bwve been "gyeath. ſeanda- 
lized "and offended" at it * © And others, who ſhould have” unidirffood 
better; and checked this ill Tempir whith is of ſach diangerons Con- 
fequexce to Rehigion' in general; have given too much conntenance to 
it, and: bave ſeemed too much pleaſed, to fee and* hear all the Cleyy 
that have. taken ' this Oarh, expoſed ro, Comternpt 5 as” if, when rhe 
great Body of the Clergy & ridiculed 'anil” ws the Credit of  Re- 
Erin cold be. _ only by" ſome few. 'men, who refufs "rhe 
Oath. Many of them inaced," to my knowhape, are very great and 
excellent Perſor:s, whom I do # my htart Honour and Reverence, 
and whom I hope, and heartily pray, God will reffore” again #0" che 
Admiftyy of his Church': Tet 1 ſhould: -be wwery ſorry Cand' ſo Þ am 
ſure, would they) that: the Church and Religion ſhould be redace# . 
f ow, "is tobe confined ro 1heit\ niltubtre; (and Blue ni firmer bot- 
tom to reft on than their Reputation, ** hich though it be" deſcrvealy 
great, canyot bear the whole weight of the Church'and Religion, 

It is time to give check to ſuch unchriſtian Cenſures, if we have 
any regard to our common Chriſtianity : © And ſince fone” little Wris 


, RS 


' ors among them (who are too bead-ſtrong. to be governed by wiſer 


men) egreſs the Church and Religion to rhemſelves 5 and repreſent 
of who bave taken the Oaths, dpectally the Clergy, © at Apoſtates, 
at leaſt: from the Church of England ,- if not: from rhe” Chriſtian 
Faith ; it is neceſſary to convince all ſober Chriſtians, rhat men may 
fwear Allegiance ro King William and Que” Mary without Per- 
Jary, and without renouncing any Principles of the Chin ch of Eng- 
land ; nay, that the Doctrine of the Church of England requires as 
fo do ſo: And I hope, if this appear, their Zeal for the Church 
of England, if mo other Conſideration can prevail with them, will 


oblige them alſo to db it. 


But it ſeems, it ' will not ſerve my turn to offer ſuth Reaſons, as 
will juſtifie my compliance now , unleſs I can give a'good Reaſon, 
why I did not take the Oaths before ; that is, I muſt give ſuch 

ya Reaſons 


- Var} 

Deſigns in it, 10 provoke: the Gavermment by'a needs 
befs. juſt ification of my ſelf,, ar to whis is paſt; which can ſerve no 
other end, bit a title Vam-glory, that I wonld not be thought ca» 

# of a miſtake ; and left the Nem-ſwearers ſhould not. be Match 
enongh for me, 1 muſt Proclaim War, and bid open Defiance to all . 
thas bawe taken this. Oath ; and: prove, that they ought not to have 
fworm before 1 did, but were obliged to do it the wery. next minute. 

. But what now, if nothing of all this be neceſſary? What if I was 
not ſo well ſatisfied about this matter before, as I am now? Is any 
mon forbidden ta ftrow wiſer, and mpen a careful and thoroug h-exa- 
mination of things, to alter his mind, hen: he" ſees. good reaſon' for #9 
Lam not aſhamed. to own, that I amr ſtill a_ Learner; and' hope; I ſhall. 
be fo, as long as I live, and improve. my Knowledge everyday by 
Study and Converſation. | | 
. iSa that without producing the Reaſons of my difſatisfa#ion before, 2 
or being obliged to anſwer them, having never made them Publick, 7 __ 
think it ery" faiy to groe' « fatiifattory Reaſon now, for my taking: of p 
this'Oath ;. bopiag,, that whot- hark ſativfied: me, may have' the fame 
effe# upon ſome others, that will have ;he patience impartially to' conſider 


#. . 

'T had indeed ſome of theſe Thoughts long ſince, which 1 drew uy" =» 
in Writing, and ſhewed to ſome-of my Friends, and diſcourſed with 
others about them, and told them where T ſtuck: but ſt1ch 1 did, and 
could find no belp for it 5 and there I bad ſtuck to this day, bad 1 
not been relieved by Biſhop Overal's Convocation-Book , which not 
' only confirmed my former Notions, and ſupgefted ſome new thought s 
ro me, which removed thoſe Difficulties, which I could not before Con-- 
quer ; but alſo by the Venerable Authority of a Ccocation, gave me * 
greater freedom and liberty of thinking, which the apprehenſions of No- 
welty and Singularity had cramptd before. 

T huts, 'Reader, I have made Thee my Confeſſor, and diclared my 
whele Heart to Thee, as to this Maiter 5 and now judge of me, . as 
Thou wouldſt be judged by God anotber day. 

I muſt add one thing more: That I have renounced no Principle aR ®. 
that ever I taught, excepting one in The Caſe of Reſiſtance, which FH : 
2s the only material Paſjage 1 know any reaſon to retraft in that Book, 
viz. That when St. Paul ſays, All power is of God, he means only 
Legal 
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#1, "Wir is rving; jwped Drater ware wt of. God, nor rhe Ord 
- '._ . Example you will find ſufficiently anſwered 'in the following Difcourſe, 
- ""and> the Dotrine it ſelf rejefted. by the Convocation ; though it bas - 
been: of late years ſo prevailing @ miſtake, and impoſed by ſuch great A. 
- _-: Hnthorities, that it is werg pardoniable, eſpecially when it is ſo freely . 
"  _  @cknowledged: Though thetruth is, I think ſtill it is very true, as to. 
- the.Caſe I then bad'mm. my Eye, viz. The: Uſurpations of "the Rionp 
Parkament , &c.. but the fault 3s, that it is too generally expreſſed: © 
Is managing this Argument upon the Prixciples I bave laid down, 
it #s neceſſary to reaſon upon the Suppoſition of unjuſt Uſurpations, . and 
Ihegal Revolutions of State 3 and it may be I may vaeet with: ſome ſuch 
; © Readers, | as may charge me for ſo doing with Refleing upon the pre- 
* ſent Government; which 1 am wery. fure, 1 am far from mtending to 
do. . Ang they who underſtand what belongs to. Diſputes of this Na- 
ture, know wery well that the ſhorteſt way to bring the matter to an, 
iſſut; is to put the Caſe at the worſt that caw be ſuppoſed; becauſe 
4 Godiew hack the. greater force and advantage to the Argument, 
b- - when. 4s (uited ro thoſe, wha are moſt ſtrongly prejudiced agamſt the 
WW yg the late Revolition : For ſuppoſing ,- but not granting, them 
A ' to;be-an,the right in this matter, 1-doubt not to make it - appear, that 
it is for all that their Duty to ſwear Allegiance to the preſent Govern- 
« ment; when required ſo to do: And this being clearly proved, .it bee 
- comes altogether needle to debate the Legality of the late Revolution. 
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the 


THE 


THE 


CONTENTS. 
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ER. 1. The Caſe plainly and briefly tated. That the Que- 
ftion , Whether Allegiance be due to a frince, who is ſettled 
in the Throne, does not neceſſarily involR the Diſpute about a 

Legal Right. page 1 = 
SeR. 2. The DoFrine of the Church of England is this Point, as it 
55 taught in Biſhop Overal's Convocation Book. DRE 
. Two things proved from that Book: 1. That thoſe Princes ,who have 
no Legal Right .to their Thrones, may yet bave Gods. Authority. 
2, That when they are thtoughly ſettled in their Thrones, they are in- 
veſted with Got's Amthority , and muft be reverenced and obeyed by 


all that live within their Territories and Dominions. = 
_ Set. 3. The Teftimoty of Scripture and Reaſon in this Matter ; 
reduced mio. ſeveral Propoſitions. £4 10,&C. 
© Se. 4. Some Reaſons and Arguments urged, and Objeftions  4n- 
fwered, for the further confirmation of this Dofrine. .- 


I. That the Scripture has given us no direftion in this Caſe , but 
: | ro ſubmit and pay all the Obedience of Subjetts to the preſent Powers. 


7 | ; ibid. 
| Ihether-1, Rom. 1, 2. concern only Legal Powers. 0 
| | 2. This groes the eaſieſt and moſt intelligible Account of the Origi- 
| \ nal of Human Government ; That all Power is from God. 23 


The ſeveral Hypotheſes about the Original of Government conſidered , 
[ end ſhown in:ffeftual to found a Right, without reſulumg all into the 
i Authority of God. | | ibid. 
= Objeet. 
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- Objea. This des | King boſe bis Right, b being notoriouſly # 4 fo 


ve. nf © 


the Oaths of Allegiance. NY a 
Objea. This Doftrine makes it invpeſſible for an mjured _ fo 


_ - recower bis R 


Anſavered. - 
Objea. i encourages AniBlliows Spirits ro graft Grown, a 


fwered. 


33 
ObjeR.. That Pyrates and Robbers have as good a Title fo Our Par 


as Uſurpers to the Crown. Anſwered. 
ObjeR. The Caſe of Jehoiada's anointing Joaſh, and keling ads 


liah. Anſwered. ibid. 
as fl Kighy ary nor ſer uip by God, proved jor 'Hofea 
8. 4+ "Anſwered. EL 


# Y--Tbis Dofrint is founded on-the ſame Poinciple with the Db 


3 Now-Reſiftance and Paſſroe Obedience. _ 


4+ To deny this is to deny God's Authority to remove Kings, and to 


ſet up Kings. 7 
$f It Timits God's Troeidave in governing Kings, and proteFFing 3J 


'  wortrs und jure Sulge@: i, 
>L 6.” The meceſſicy of | ment to Preſerve Human Societe proves 
>. $ 


(0 Sanderſon s Opinion about Submiſſion to Ulurped Powers, cM 


thid. 

7. Tis Principles anſwer dll the ends of Government, both or the 
of the hgh and Subj ebts. fe -49 

EY: f0's great Prejudice, that theſe Principles will equalh 

all Uſarpations, with a particular reſpe& tothe Rebellion in 1 4 


_ Obje#ion from the Laws of the Land confidered,and fome rice | 


Remus 0n.9 late Book, entituled, The LI» of Allegiance- to a 
King'in Poſſeſſion. | P- FL..55- 


THE 


CASE 


ALLEGIANCE 


DUE TO 


Sovereign Powers, «- 


SECT. LI 
The Caſe plainly and briefly ſtated. 


H A T which has perplexed this Controverſie, is the 

| intermixing the Diſpute of Right with. the Duty of 
Obedience, or making the Legal Right of Princes totheir 

Thrones the only Reaſon and Foundation of the Ale- 

giance of Subjets: That Allegiance is due only to Right, not to 
Government, though it can be paid only co Government. Many: 
of thoſe who have writ in defence of the New Oath, have ſup- 
poſed this, that a Legal Right is neceſſary to make Allegiance 
due, and therefore have endeavoured to juſtifie the Legal Right 
of Their preſent Majeſties : This as I have ſhewn irc to be unne- 
ceſlary ; fo it ſeems to me to be untit to diſpute the Right of 
Princes ; a thing which no Government can permit to be a Que- 
ſtion among their Subje&s : = how- well ſoever ſuch Diſputes 


may 
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| The Caſe of the Allegiance 
may be intended, they. are certainly needleſs in this Cauſe, and: 


ſerve only to confound. it, . by carrying men--imo- fuch-dark La- 


byrcinths of Law and Hiſtory, &c.--as very few know how to 

find their way out of ' again : And therefore I ſha} not meddle 

with this Diſpute, as being both above me, and nothing to my. 
preſent purpoſe. . 

_ And on the other hand, thoſe alſo, who refuſe the New Oath, 

inciple, That Allegiance is due Bly" to a 

ou remove all the a 


| , that a rightul Prize 
only has Right to our Allegiance. at though he be diff®oſlel- 
ſed of his Throne, if. ever. he:had Right to it, he has Right ſtill; 
and therefore our Daty is ſtill owing to him, and to no other; 
and our Oaths.of. Allegiance to-him ſtill bind us :.and that no 
other Princs, who aſcends the: Throne without a. Legal Right, 
has Right to our Allegiance; and that to ſwear Allegiance to. 
him, while we are under the. Obligation of. a former Oath tg. 
our rightful Prince, is Perjury. 

As far as I know, this is.the ſum of all that can be id in 
this Cauſe-y; Alldwing theſe Principlts, theres no way cer faci(- 
fie-ſuch.men, but by juſtifying the egality ofthe late Rexelu- 
tion. But though many things are ſaid, which may make 
men. much more modeſt in the point than ſome. are;. yet to 
judge truly of this requires ſuch perfe& Skill in Law and Hi- 
ſtory, and the Conſtitution of the Engliſh. Government, that 
few men are capable of making fo plain and certain a judg- 
ment of it, as-to be a clear and ſafe Rule of Conſcience. 

But if the Principle be falſe, there is an end of the Diſpute : 
And Subjects have a plain Rule of Duty. without underſtanding 
Laws and Politicks, the Intrigues of Government, the Revolu- 
tions of States, the Diſputes of Princes 3 which I am ſure isboth 
for the ſecurity of Governments and Subjeds. . 4 

If then Allegiance be due, not for the ſake of Legal Right, 
but Government. | ef Tg 

If Allegiance be due, not to bare Legal Right, but to the 
Authority of God. ; 

If God, when he ſees fit, and can better ſerve the ends of 
his Providence by it , ſets up Kings without any regard to Legal 
Right, or Humane Laws. | 


It 


/ 


due to Sovereign Powers, &c. . _ 
"If Kings, thus ſet up by God7 are inveſted with Gods. Antho- 
rity, which Okt be beyed, not” only for wrath, but alſo. for, 
' conſcience ſake. © at. 2c = 

, If 'cheſe Principles be true, it is plain, that Subjeas- are 
bound to obey, and to pay and ſwear Allegiance (if it be requi- 
red) to. thoſe Princes whotn' God hath placed and ſettled in the 
Throne, whatever Diſputes'there may be aboue their legal Right, 
when they are inveſted with God's Authority. 

And then it is plain, that our old” Allegiance and old Oaths 
are at an end, when God has ſet over us a new King : for when 
God transfers Kingdoms, and requires our Obedience and Alle- 
giance to a new King, he neceſlarily transfers .our Allegiance 
£00. © 

This Scheme of Government may ſtartle ſome men at firſt, 
before they have well confidered it. Bnt every One at firſt 
ſight muſt acknowledge , that it is ſo much for the eaſe and 
ſafety of Subjeds in all Revolutions ( which very frequently 
happen) what the generality of Mankind , from an inward 
principle of Self-preſervation , have always done, and will al- 
ways do, that they have reaſon to wiſh ic to be crue , and to be 

lad to fee it well proved. _ 

And this I ſhall endeavour to do from the Authority of 
Scripture and Reaſon ; and that I may not appear to be ſin- 

far in it , and to advance Paradoxes, I ſhall prove it like- 
wiſe from the Doctrine and Principles of the Church of Eng- 
land. DE OO 


at. ———_—_ et, Pe FR 
| m——— 


SEC.T..IL 
The Doftr ine of the Church of England in this Point, as it 
is taught in Biſhop Overal's Contwocation Book. , 


Shall begin with the Do@rine of the Church of England, not 

that I equal, much lefs prefer ir, before the Scripture ; bur 
becauſe ſome, who refuſe the Oath, lay great ſtreſs on ic, and 
upon tRis ſcore charge cheir Brethren with no lefs chen Apoſtaſie 
from the Church ; and poſlibly when ſuch a venerable Authority 
ſtands in the Front, ie will prepare a kinder Receprion for the 
Reaſons, which follow. 
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The Church of Englend 


by Char land has beep. very. careful to inflrut Her 
Cluldren in' theic Dary «0 Pr ncgs; to. obey cheir Laws, and fub- 
mit to their Power, ant'not to reſiſt, though very. injuriouſly op- 
_—_ 3.and thoſe, who renounce, theſe Principles, renounce the 

odtrine of the Church, of England : But ſhe has withal taughc, 
That all: Soveraign Princes regeive_their Power and. Authoricy 
from God ; In therefore every Prjace, who is ſetled in_the- 
Throne;is co'be obeyed and reverenced as, God's Minilter,and noc 
to be reliſted ; which directs us what to.do. in all-Reyolutions of 
Government, when once they come. to a Settlement ; and thole. 
who refuſe to pay and ſwear. Allegiance to ſuch Princes, whom 


' God has placed in the Throne ,. whatever their legal. right. be, 


do as much reje& the Dorineof the Church of Eng l2nd,as thole 
who teach the Reſiſtance of Princes. 
For the proof of which, I appeal to Biſhop Overals Convoca- 


tion Book, which contains the Acts and Canons of the Convoca- 


tion begun in the firſt Year of King Fames I. 1603. and contiau- 
ed by Adjournments and Prorogations to 1610. under Archbiſhop 
Bancroft, a wiſe and'learned man. 2 Fo | 

"In Cbapr. 28. the Convocation having given an Account of the 


; variousand ' irregular ' Revolutions of Government, brought a- 
'bout by the Providence of God, © who for the ſins of any Nati- 


© on or Country, altereth their Governments and Governours , 
transferreth, Grech up, and beſtoweth Kingdoms, as it ſeemeth. 
« beſt to his heavenly wiſdom, they add thele remarkable words; 
And when having attained their ungodly deſires ( whether ambitious 
Kings, by bringing any Country into their Subjefion; or diſloyal Sub- 
jets, by their rebellions riſing againF#t their Natural Soveraigns ) they 
bave eftabliſhed any of the ſame degenerate Forms of Government a- 
mong their People ; the Authority either ſo unjuſtly gotten , or wrang 
by he from the-true and lawful Poſſeſſor '; being always God's Aw. 
thority (and therefore receiving no Impeachment by the. wickedneſs of 
rboſe that have it) # ever ( when any ſuch Alterations are through- 
ly ſettled) to be reverenced and obeyed , and the People: of all ſorts, 
(as well of theClergy, as of the Laity) are to be ſubjeft wnto it, not 
only for wrath, but alſo for conſcience ſake. 

In Car. 28. where this Doctrine is decreed, they take care to 
condemn all thoſe wicked means whereby ſuch Changes of Go- 


.. vernments are made, and yet to. aſſert , That, whenever ſuch 


Changes are made, the Authority is Gods, and muſt be obeyed. 
* If any man therefore ſhall affirm,either that the Subjets, when 
1. | « they 


—_— 


| due to-Seuereign Poet he: 
fe thay ſhake off the Yoke of their Obedlence.to their Soyeraigns, - 

* and4et-up'a Form of Government among chemlelves., after - 
* their own Humours, do not therein very wickedly : or that it 


& js lawful for any bordering Kings, through Ambition and Ma: 


F* lice, to invade their Neighbours : 'or that the Providerice and 
* Goodnefs of God,in uſing of Rebellions and Oppreſlions againſt 
«any King or Country, ch poltggts or qualihe the Offerices of 
* any ſuch Rebels or oppreſfling Kings.:, or” thac when any ſuch 
©« new Forms of Government, begun by Rebellion; and after 
* throughly ſettled,the Authority in them is not of God : or that 


* any, who live within the Territories of ſuch new Governments, 


* are not bound to be ſubje& to God's Authority, which is there 
* executed, but may rebel againſt the ſame : or that the Jews in 
«« Egypt.or Babylon might lawfully, for any Cauſe, haye' taken 
* Arms againſt any of thoſe Kings, or have offered any yiolence to 
© their Perſons, he doth greatly err. ne tt 

Men may diſpute any thing, but I know not how it was poſ- 
fible for the Convocation:to expreſs their ſenſe plainer , that all 
uſurped Powers, when throughly fertled , have God's Au- 
thority , and . muſt be obeyed: go' that here are the Two 
great Points. determined , whereon 'this whole Controverlie 
turns. | 6 
' 1. That thoſe Princes,who have no legal right to their Thrones, 
may yet.have God's Authority. © {2 Tee 

2.” That 'when th Mo; throughly fertled"in their Thrones, 
they are inveſted! with God's Antbortty | 'and muſt be reveren- 
&&d and obeyed by all, who live "within their.” Terricories and 
Dominions, as well'Prieſts',' as ro If theſe Propoſitions be 
true, it is a plain, Reſojution-of che Caſe ; thar if it ſhould ar any 
time happen, that the, righefil' Prince *ſhould-be. driven out of - 
his Kingdom , and afipther: rince placed in his'Throne , and 


: ” 


ſettled in the full'AUminiſtration of Government; Subjects not on-. 
ly may, bat muſt for, conſcience ſake, and our of reverence to the 
Authoricy of God, with which ſach a Prince is inveſted, pay all © 
the Duty and Allegiance of Subjects to him. . | 
As for the firſt, the Caſe is plain', that the Convocation -: 
' ſpeaks of illegal and uſurpe&. Powers, ' and yet affirms chat the An- 
thority exerciſzd by chem, is God's Authority, and therefore thoſe 
Princes, who have no legal righe,may bave God's Authority : the 
words of the Cano:z are very plain and expreſs, and yet if any 
man deſires further ſatisfation , that this was the Judgment of 
the 
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obſerve, and therefore commended Jehn ee to be anointed King 


over Iſrael, . of purpoſe to puniſh the. fini'of Ahab andJezebel: and 
what he did hy Prophets in; 1rael, 0 expreſs Nomination of 


Bikes Tyrants.. And that it bad not been lawful, for Ehud t9 bave 


Hed, King Eglon, had be,nof" been fir made by God the Fudge, Prince, 


elike they affre of: the Four, Monarchies, which were all violent 
U [ 


Wo 


Sf 3 = 


322 _ reth up Kings ; and that. it was the God of Heaven, who gave wnto 
2 Dan. 37. Nebuchadnez&ar-ſo great a Kingdom, Power, Strength, and Glory, as 


ed with the Titles of Lieutenants, or Vicegerents on Earth, to the Son of 
Ged ; yet be did communicate and impart ſo much of bis Power, Au- 
thority, - and Dignity unto them , as be was centcnt to ftile them with 
bis. own Name ; I bave aid ye are Gods, and the Children of the 
mot 
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.  moff High: And'therefore wee { obſerve, there is no Du 

| Subjeas, as ſuch,” owe toche'ms Fa | 08 Righefhl Kings, bur + *-* 
the Comvoration aſſerts due co all Kir iy * whom God hath placed © © 

inthe Throne, by whit'viſible mean  ſdever they-obrained it: is 

to obey and ſubmit to them, not to refiſt them, nor rebel againſt 

them; to pay all Cuſtoms and Taxes, to pray for them, nay, to - 

ſwear Allegrance to them, if it be required. _ | ' 

'Thus they teach with refpedt to 4/zxander (and F think any 
Prince who gets the Throne, may pretend as much Right to ir, 
as he). If any Man therefore ſhalt affirm, either that the Fews, geme- Can. 31. 
rally, both Prieſts and People, were not the Subjefts of Alexander, af- p48t 57. 
ter bis Autbority was ſetleP amongſt them, as they had been before the 
Sulgetts of the Kings of Babylon and Perſia.; or that chey might law- 

»ly have born Arms againH him ;* or thatthey were mot all bound to 
pray for the Imy Life and Proſperity, both of Alexander, and his Em- 
pire, as they bad been before' ro pray for the Life and Proſperity of the 

other ſaid Kings, and their Kingdoms, while 'they lived under ther 
Subjettion : or conſequently, that they might lawfully, upon any occaſi- 

on whatſoever, have offered Violence and Deſtru#tion, either to their 
Perſons, - or td their Kingdoms, 8c. he doth greatly err. 
'. Thus Cay.: 33. chey ceach, ' That whoever afficms, That the Page 78: 
Fews were not bound, both to bave paid thiir Tribute, and to” have 
prayed for Gzlar' without diſſimulation, ſincerely and truly, notwith- 
ſtanding any pretence of Tyranny, which they had wilfully drawn upon 

their own beads, .or of any cauſe whatſoever ; or that ſuch as curſed 
Czar, (their chief Governonr)' did not” thereby deſerve any corporal 
puniſhment,” which z due r0 be mflifted upon ſuch Traitors ;, or that 
the Rebellion- again#t Any Kmpg, Abſolute Prince, ' or Civil Mapiſtrate, 
for any-caufe whatſoever, us not a ſin deteſtable in the ſizbt of God, &Cc. 
' be doth greatly evr. -.1 | : 

Chapter 34. they condemn the Phariſees, who when Herod upon 
occafion cauſed bu Subjes to bind themſelves by Oath, Quad non deceſ- 
ſur eſſent a fide &* officio, refuſed to take that Oath. And in their 
34th Canon they teach : That if any Man affirm, That the Phaxj- Pagt82. 
ſees in refuſing to bind thezr Allegiance and Faith to Czar, by an Oath, 

did not thereby ſhew them{etves tratterouſly affeFed towards him (which 
evidently is not true of all, who may refuſe ſuch Oath, but the 
intention is only to condemn ſuch a refuſal) ; or zhat it was not 
& ſeditions Doftrine To refu/e all Taxations impoſed by the Ro- 
mans,their lawful Magiſtrates,and- -ather to rebel than to pay any Tri- 
bute to them, &C. he doth greatly err. 
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thereunta xequired) 10 bave ſworn. And 
Ve 


Alexander, and become his Subject and Triburary, as he former- 

ly was the ſworn Subject-of Darius. 4 9 | 
This, I think, ſufficiently proves the firſt thing, that this Com 
wvecetion taught, that Princes, who have no Legal Right to their 
Threnes, when they are placed there by God , are inveſted 
with God's Authority, and mult >e reverenced and obeyed by 
all Subjects, in as full a manner, as any other che moſt legal 
and rightful Prince can challenge. 
| 2dly, 
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cue to Sovereign Powers, Ye. 

2dly, The only Enquiry then is, what the Convocation rheans 
by che Government's being throughly ſetled. A Prince, who is 
throughly ſerled in his Throne, has God's Authority, and muſt 
be obeyed; but when is his Government throughly ſcled ? 

Now here it is, that men may impoſe upon themſelves, if they 
will, and if they think it their Intereſt to do ſo; and may make 
as little or as much go to a throagh ſettlement, as they pleaſe ; 
for the Convocation has not determined the bounds of it: they 
thought this a viſible thing , that every Subject could ſeg, when 
the Government is ſo ſetled, as to make our Obedience due and 
neceſſary, and therefore there was no need of defining, what 
it is to be throughly ſetled: When the whole adminiſtration 
of Government, and the whole power of the Nation is in the 
hands of the Prince z when every thing is done in his Name, 
and by his Authority ; when the Eſtates of the Realm, and the 


. great Body of the Nation has ſubmicted to him, and thoſe who 


will not ſubmit, can be cruſhed by him, when ever he pleaſes ; 
if this be not a ſetled Government, I deſpair of ever knowing 
what it is; for there is no Government in the World fo ſetled, 
but that by ſome unſeen Accident, or by greater Force and 
Power, it may be unſetled ; and in this ſenſe it is impoflible ever 
to know, when a Government is ſetled ; for no Goverment is, or 
can be thus ſetled againſt all events : but then the Government 
is viſibly ſecled, when the Prince has the full and perfet Admi- 
niſtration of all Afﬀairs relating to his Kingdom. 

But if the general ſubmiffion of the People ſettle a Govern- 
"ment, I am ſure, that is eaſily enough known, when a Nation 
has ſubmitted to a Prince; but this will not be allowed us, that 
the ſubmiſſion of the People ſettles the Government, unleſs the 
Prince, who has the Right to Govern, ſubmit alſo; but I would 
gladly hear a good Reafon for this: The ſubmiflion of the 
Prince indeed may be thought neceſſary to transfer a Legal 
Right; but the ſubmiſſion of the People, of ic ſelf, is ſuffici- 
ent td ſettle a Government, and when it is ſetled; then ir is the 
Authority of God, whatever the Humane Right be. 

This ' take to be the true ſenſe of this Conweeation concern- 
ing Obedience to Sovereign Powers; all Sovereign Powers , 
whoſe. Power and Goverment is throughly ſetled, muſt be obeyed, 
whatever their Legal Right bez for they have the Authority 
of God, to which our Obedience and Subjection is due, and 
that ſuperſedes all further enyulates This is a good A—_ 
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© The Coſe of the Allegiance 


from Authority, and as good Authority as can be urged to the 
Members of the Church of England; for if a Convocation can- 
not declare the Judgment of the Church of England, I know 
not whence we ſhall learn it. 

But I will not rely only upon Authority, but I think fo 
great an Authority, if it do not determine our judgment, ought 
at leaſt to make us more carefully and impartially to examine 
the Reaſons of things, and to deliver us from the Tyranny 
of Przpoſlefliion and Prejudice ; and to that I proceed. 


S E ©.4. BE 


The Teſtimony of Scripture and Reaſon in this matter: 


fg. which we are to prove, is, That all Sovereign Princes, . 
' who are ſetled in their Thrones, are placed there by God, . 
and inveſted with his Authority, and therefore muſt be obeyed 
by all Subjects, as the Miniſters of God, without enquiring into - 
their Legal Right and Title to the Throne : The Proofs of this . 
from Scripture and Reaſon muſt neceſſarily be intermixt and 
interwoven with each other ; and to ſet this matter in as clear 
a Light as I can, I ſhall reduce the.whole - into ſome plain Pro- 


policions. 


Prop. 1* That all Civil Power and Authority is from-God . 
for he is the Supreme Lord of the World, and has the ſole Right 
to Govern his Creatures, and therefore no man can have' any 
Authority but- from God : this will be readily acknowledged by 
all, who believe, that- there-is a God, and that-he made and 
governs the World. | 

Prop.2: That Civil Power and Authority is no otherwiſe from . 
God, then as he gives this Power and Authority to ſome par- 
ticular Perſon or Perſons, to Govern others : For Authority be- 
tongs to a Perſon, and that Power and Authority, which any 
Perſon exerciſes, is not from God, which God never gave him: 


- Tf he Governs without receiving his Perſonal Authority from 


God, he Goyerns without God's Authority. 
| | I tas 


due to Soveraign Powers, &c. 

-T take 'notice of this to prevent a common Evaſion, that all 
Power is faid to be of Ged, becauſe God has inſtitured Civil Au- 
thofity ; not that every one, who exerciſes this Authority, re- 
ceives it from God. 

But -what they mean by the Inſtitution of Civil Authority, 
] cannot tell, unleſs ir be, that God intended, that Mankind 
ſhould live under Goverament : but this does not prove, that 
all Power and Authority is from God, unleſs thoſe, who exer- 
Ciſe this Authority, receive it from God: And it is plain, that 
St. Paul, 13 Rom. 1. by the Higher Powers, and all power, means 
thole, who exerciſe this Supreme Power, that all ſuch Soveraign 
Princes a:c {et up by God, and receive their Authority from 
him ; they are the Rulzrs, v. 3. the Miniſters of God, who bear 
the Sword, V.4+ and in St, Peter - rhe King as Supreme, 1 Pet. 2. 
I3. | 
, 3- There are but three ways whereby God gives this 
Power and Authority to any Perſons : Either by Nature, or by 
an expreſs Nomination, or by the diſpoſals of Providence. 

By Nature: Parents have a Natural Superioricy over their 
Children, and are their Lords and Governours too: This was 
the firſt Government in the World, and is the only Natural Au- 
thority ; for in propriety of ſpeaking, there is no Natural Prince 
but a Father. But by what bounds this paternal and Patriarchal 
Auvhority was limited, we cannot tell ; how the extent of cheir 
| power was ſtinted, and where new Families, and new Govern- 
ments began; and it is in vain for us to enquire after it now. 

By a particular Nomination : God made Kings only in Fewry, 
and entailed the Kingdom of F«dab upon David's Poſterity : and 
after the Diviſion of the Ter Tribes from the Kingdom of Fudah, 
by expreſs Nomination ſet Feroboam and Febu over the Kingdom 
of Iſrael. | 

But God ruled in all the other Kingdoms of the World, as well 
as in Fewry, and all other Kings zaled by God's Authority, as 
well as the Kings of Fudah and [rae!, who were advanced by 
his Command: For the moſt bigh ruleth in the Kingdom of men, 
and giveth it 1Pwhomſoever he will, and ſetteth up over it the baſe(t 
of men, 4 Dan. 17. It as the God of Heaven, that gave Ne- 
buchadnezzar # Kingdom, Power, and Strength, and Glory. It # 
" be, that changeth times and ſeaſons, that removeth Kings, and ſetteth 
up Kings; 2 Dan. 21. 37. and the Prophecy of the four Monar- 
chies is a demonſtration of it, * 

C 2 | "But 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance 


But now God governs the reſt of the world , removeth Kings, 
and ſetteth up Kings, only by his Providence ; that is, then God 
ſets up a King, when by his Providence he advances him to the 
Throne, and puts the Soveraign Authority into his hands ;then he 
removeth a King, when by his Providence he thruſts him from his 
Throne, and takes the Government out of his hands: for Provi- 
02nce is God's Government of the world by an inviſible influence 
and power, whereby he dire&s, determines, over-rules all Events 
to the accompliſhment of his own Will and Counſels, in diftin&ion 
from his more viſible Government by his Oracles and Prophets,or the 
expreſs ſignifications of his Will,as he in former Ages governed [- 
rael, | 
Nor does it make any difference in this Caſe to diſtinguiſh be- 
tween what God permits, and what he does ; for this diſtintion 
does not relate tothe Events of things, but to the wickedneſs of 
men; which is the only reaſon for this diſtin&tion ; for the Scrip- 
ture never ſpeaks of God's bare permiffion of any Events, but makes 
him the Author of all the good or evil which happens either to 
Private perſons, or publick Societies. The Events of all things are 
in his hands, and are ordered and diſpoſed by his Will and Coun- 
fel, as they muſt be if God governs the world: but God cannot be 
the Author of any wickedne(s,cannot inſpire men with any wick- 
ed counſels or deſigns, nor incline their wills to the commillion of 
it, and therefore this we ſay God only permits ; but when it comes 
to ation, he over-rules their wicked deſigns to accompliſh his 
own CGounſels and Decrees; and either diſappoints what they in- 
tended, or gives ſncc:f3 to them, when he can ſerve the ends of 
his Providence by their wickedneſs : and herein conſiſts the un- 
ſearchable wiſtom of Providence, that God brings about his own 
Counſels by the free Miniſtries of men: He permits men to do 
wickedly,bur all Events, which are for the good or evil of private 
men, or publick Socieries, are ordered by him, as the Prophet de- 
- =" ſ 3-6. Shaii there be ewilin a City, and the Lord hath not 

e it. 

And yet if there were any ſuch diſtin&ion as this, that ſome E- 
vents God only permits, and fome he orders and*appoints , we 
ought in reaſon to aſcribe the advancement of Kings to God's de- 
cree and counſel, becauſe ir is the principal a& of Providence , 


Which has ſo great an influence upon the government of the 


world ; and if he decree and order any Events, certainly he pe- 
cultarly orders ſuch Events as will do moſt good or moſt hurt rn 
the 


due to Soveraign Powers, Sc. - 


does not ſighifie to permit him to take it; and we cannot but think 
that God will exerciſe a particular care and providence in ap- 
pointing his great Migiſterss No man can have God's Authori- 
ty, but he to whom tt is given ; and if the advancement to the 
Throne inveſts ſuch a Prince with God's Authority , then God 
gives him the Throne, and does not meerly permit him to 
take it ; for no man can take God's Authoricy, but it muſt be 
given. 

Nay, ſince God makes Kings now, not by an expreſs nomi- 


nation of any perſons, but only by the Events of Providence,we-. 


muſt not allow, that God at any time permits men to make them- 
ſelves Kings, whom he does not make Kings : for then we can 
never diſtinguiſh between Kings by the permiſſion and by the ap- 
pointment of God, between God's Kings,and Kings of their own 
making ; unleſs all Kings are ſet up by God, and inveſted with 
his Authority, we can never know y'hat King's have God's Au- 
thority , who thoſe are, whom we muſt obey .out of Conſci- 
ence, and whom we muſt not obey : there is no dire&tion how 


to diſtinguiſh them, and the Events of Providence in placing them 


in th.e Throne, are the ſame in both. 


Now the neceſſary Conſequence of this is,that by what means 


ſoever any Prince aſcends the Throne, he is placed there by God, 
and receives his Authority from him. There are very different ways 
indeed, whereby this is done; ſometimes by the Election of the peo- 
ple ; ſometimes by Conqueſt (which has been the viſible Original 
of moſt Governments) and when any Family is thus advanced to 
the Throne, ic is continued by Succetlion and legal Entails ;bue all 


theſe ways, or any other,that can be thought of, are governedand 
determined by the Divine Provicence, and the Prince thus ad- 


vanced isastruly placed in the Throne by God, as if he had been 
expreſly nominated,and anointed by a Prophet at God's command, 
as Saul and David were. Sometimes God leaves a free People 
to choole their own King, and then he dire&ts their choice to 
ſuch a perſon as he will make King. Sometimes he ſuffers an a- 
ſpiring Prince to invade and conquer a Country,but he never ſut- 
fers him to aſcend the Throne, but when he ſees TR him 

| ing. 


bl 


3 ; 
the world. He.muſt with his own hand immediately dire& the - 
motions of the great wheels of Providence ; and not permit them 
to move as they pleaſe themſelves. Eſpecially when we remem- 
ber, that Kings are God's Miniſters and Lieutenants, and are in- 
veſted with his Authority : Now to give Authority to = perſon, 


thority, though he have not a legal Right. 


| f 4 ; The Caſe-of the Allegiance © 


| King.Sometimes he not only places a ſingle Perſon in the Throne, 


batentails ic on his Family by Human Laws, and makes the 
Throne a legal Inheritance. but when-he ſees cauſe-for it, he in- 
terruptsthe Succeſlion,or finally transfers the Kingdom to another 
Family. | 

__ 4. All Kings! are equally rightful with reſpe& to God: for 
thoſe are all rightful Kings,who areplaced in the Throne by God, 
and it is impoſlible there ſhould be a wrong King, unleſs a man 
could make himſelf King, whether God will or no. The whole . 
Authority of Government is Gods,and whoever has God's Autho- 


rity is a true and rightful King;tor he has the true and rightful Au- 


thority of a King; and if all Kings, who are ſettled and eſtabliſh- 
ed in their Thrones , are ſet up by God, and have his Authority, 
with reſpe& to the Authority which they have from God, they 
are rightful Kings. _ ; 

Prop.5. The diſtin&ion then between a King de jure,and a King 
de fatto, relates only to Human Laws, which bind Subjects,but are 
not the neceſſary Rules and Meaſures of the Divine Providence. 
In Hereditary«Kingdoms, He is a rightful King, who has by Suc-- 
ceffion a legal Right to the Crown; and He who has poſſeflion of 
the Crown, without a legal Right, is a King de fa&o ; that is, is 
a King, but not by Law: Now Subjects are fo tied up by the 
Conſtitutions of the Kingdom,that they muſt not pull down or ſet 
up Kings contrary to the Laws of theLand ;but God is not bound 
by Human Laws, but can make whom he pleaſes King, without 
regard to legal Rights, and when he does ſo,they are true,though 
not legal Kings,if thoſe are true Kings who have God's Authority. 

Prop.6. We can have but one Kingat a time :-two rival and op* 
poſite Princes cannot at the ſame time poileſs the ſame Throne , 
nor.can Subjects be bound to two oppofiteand contrary Allegian- 
ces; for no man can ſerve two Maſters; and yet Allegiance is due 
to a King. by the Laws of God, and to every King whoſe Subjets 
we are, that if we could have two Kings, we muſt have two Al- 
legiances. | + 

Prop, 7. He is our King who is ſettled in the Throne in the 
actual Adminiſtration of Soveraign Power : for King is the Name 
of Power and Authority, not of meer Right. He, who has a le- 
gal Right tothe Crown, but has it not, ought by the Lawsof the 
Land tobe King, but is not : but he,who is actually ſettled inthe 
Adminiſtration of the Regal Power, is King, and has God's Au- 


But 


| due to Soveraign Powers, &e. | 

But the Obje&ion againſt this is, That it is Hobbiſmr, that Do- 
minion is naturally annexed to Power ;5 but thoſe who ſay this, 
do not underſtand Mr. Hobbs, or me : for He makes Power, and 
nothing elſe, to give Right to Dominion; and theretore ai!=rts, 
That God himſelf is the Natural Lord and Governour of th 
World, not becauſe he. made it ; but becauſe he is Omnipotenc ; 
but I ſay, That Government is founded in Right, and that God 
is the Natural Lord of the World, becauſe he made it; and that 
no Creature has any Right to Govern the World, or any part of it, 
but as he receives Authority from God : and thereforeſince Power 
will Govern,God ſo orders it by his Providence,as never to intruſt 
Soveraigh Power in any Mans hands, to whom he does not give 
the Soveraign Authority : that Power does not give Right 
and Authority to Govern, but is a certain ſign to us,. that 
where God has-placed and ſettled the Power, he has given the 
Authority. 

Prop. 8. Allegiance is due only to-the King : for Allegiance {i 


gnifies all that Duty, which Subje&s owe to their King,and there- - 


fore can be due to none but the King. 

If then he who has the Legal Right may not be our King, and 
he who has not, may ; when any jar Caſe happens, we muſt 
. pay our Allegiance to him who is King, though without a Legal 
Right ; not to him who is notour King, though it 1s his Right to 
beſo: And the reaſon is very plain, becauſe Allegiance isdue on- 


ly to God's Authority, not to a bare Legal Title without God's + 


Authority ; and therefore muſt be paid to him who is inveſted 
with God's Authority, who is his Miniſter and Lieutenant; that is, 
to the Actual King, who is ſetled in the Throne, and has the Ad- 
miniſtration of Government in his hands. 

ObjeF. But if this be ſo, what does a Legal Right ſignifie, if ic 
do not command the Allegiance of Subjedts ? | 

Anſw. Tanſwer : It barrs all other Humane Claims : No other 
Prince carr challenge the Throne of Right.: and. Subjedts. are 
bound to maintain the Rights of ſuch a Prince, as far as they can; 
that is, againſt all Mankind ; but not againſt God's diſpoſal of 
Crowns : and therefore when God transfers the. Kingdom, he 
transfers our ' Allegiance, - which is due, and annexed to his Au- 
thority, whether this Authority be conyeyed by a Legal Succef- 
ſion, or by any other means. | 
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- The Caſe of the Allegiance 


*Obje#. But if we have ſworn Allegiance to ſacha Prince, and 


"his Heirs, and lawful Succeſſors, how can we pay Allegiance to 
any other P:ince, while He, or any of his Heirs, and Legal 


Succeſlors are living, and claim our Allegiance, y richout violating 
our Oaths ? 

Anſw. IT anſwer : An Oath of Allegiance made to any King, 
can oblige no longer than he continues to be King ; for if itdid, 
it would oblige us againſt our Duty, and fo become an urilawful 


"Oath : for our Allegiance is due to him who is-King, in the a- 


&ual and ſetled poſleflion of the Throne, and therefore muſt 
by the Law of God be paid there; and then it cannot be paid to 
the diſpoſſeſſed Prince, unleſs we can have two Allegiances: Our 
Oath then to the diſpoſſeiſed Prince ceaſes, Ceſ/ante materia ; for 
though the Man is in being ſtill, the King is gone. 

But we ſwear to maintain and detend. his Right, and the Right 
of his Heirs : but yet we do not ſwear to keep them in the 
Throne,which may be impoflible for us to do againſt a proſperous 
Rebellion ; nor do we ſwear in Caſe they are thrown out of the 
Throne, never to ſubmit or pay Allegiance to any other Prince; 
which would be an unlawtul Oath, as contrary to that Duty we 
owe to the Divine Providence in making Kings, and removing 
Kings. The Oath of Allegiance contains the Duty of Subjects 
to their King, and can extend no farther, and therefore can ob- 
lige no longer than he is our King, and we his Subjects. 

Theſe ſeem to me, to be very plain Propoſitions, and to carry 
their own Evidence with them ; andif this be true, it is a very 
plain DireRtion to Subjects in all the Revolutions of Govern- 
ment. 

The moſt that can be expefed from them, according to the 
ſtricteſt Principles of Loyalty and Obedience, is to have no hand 
in ſuch Revolutions, or to oppoſe them as far as they can, and 
Not to be haſty and forward in their Compliances ; but when 
ſuch a Revolution is made, and they cannot help it ; they muſt 
reverence and obey their New Prince, as inveſted with God's 
Authority. 

Nor is it very hard to know, when our Obedience becomes 
due to a New Prince ; for it does not conſiſt in a Mathematical 
pointe, nor require Mathematical certainty : Our Obedience isdue 
to God's Authority, and when we can reaſonably conclude, that 
God has made him King; that is, when the Providence of God 
has ſetled him in the Throne,we muſt pay our Obedience to him. 


There 


eo res Y nb os 
- [There are different degrees of Sectlement, and muſt neceſſaci- 
ly be in ſuch new Governments, which ſem to me to require 
ditterent degrees of Submiſſion,.or at leaſt to juſtific them, ill 
It increaſes to ſuch a full and plenary and ſettled poſſefiion, as 
requires our Allegiance , as being notoriouſly evident and 
ſenſible ro. all that do not wink hard, and will not ſee 
it. | 
If the generality of the Nation ſubmit to ſuch a Prince , and 
place him-on the Throne, and put the whole power of the King- 
'dom into his hands, though it may be, we cannot yet think the 
Providence of God has ſettled him in the Throne, while the dil- 


polleſſed Prince has alſo ſuch a formidable power , as makes the. 


Event very doubtful, yer if we think fit to continue in the Kiilg- 
dom, under the government and power of the new Þrince, there 
are ſeveral Duties, which in reaſon we ought to pay him. 6A 

As to live quiecly and peaceably under his government, and to 
promiſe, or ſwear, or give any other ſecurity that we will do fo, 
if it be demanded : Ir is reaſonable we ſhayld do fo, if we think 
it reaſonable to live under the proteRion of the goverameat ; this. 
all men do.in an Enemies quarters, and-no man blames them for 
It, N 
We muſt pay Taxes to them ; for theſe are due to the Admi- 
niſtration of government, as St. Paul obſerves 3 For this cauſe pay 
ye Tribute alſo, for they are the Minifters of God, attending continually 

'0n this wery thing, 13 Rom.6. And if we owe our ſecure pollel- 
fion of our Eſtates to the protection of government, let the go- 
vernment be what it will, we ought to pay for it, 


We muſt give the Title of King to ſuch a Prince, when we live, 


in the Country where he is owned for King 3 for beſides that ic 
is a piece of good manners (which is the leaſt thing we can owe 


to him, under whoſe government we live) he is indeed King,, 


while he adminiſters the Regal power, though we may not think 


him ſo well ſettled in his government , as co all intents and pur- - 


poſes to own him for our King. 

Nay, we muſt pray for him under the Name and Title of King, 
for we are bound to pray for all who are in Authority ; and thata 
Prince is, who has.the whole government in his hands, and has 
power to do a great deal of hurt, or a great deal of good ; and 
this is fo far from being a fault, that it is a duty, while we take 
care to do it in ſuch terms, asnot to pray againſt the diſpoſleſſed 
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' Thus far I chinkche doubtfulpoſſeſſion. of 


of fich Zhew govetnment; but when befidesthe po 
'Thrd6ne,' the power of the diſpoſfeſſed Prince is broken , and no- 
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viſible proſpect of his recovering his Throne again ; nay, if it be 
viſible that he can never recover his Throne again , but by ma- 
king a new Conqueſt of the Nation by Foreigners, who will be 
our Maſters, if they conquer, and no very gentle ones neither ; 


we may then look. upon the new Prince as advanced and ſettled 
by God in his Throne, and therefore ſuch a King , as we owe an 


entire Obedience and Allegiance to. | | 
For' we mult not take. the conſideration of Right-into the ſet- 


.tlement of Government; for a Prince may be ſettled in his Throne 


without legal Righr, and when he, is ſo, God has made him our 
King, and requires our Obedience... "_ 

Theſe principles are fo very uſeful, eſpecially in all Reyoluti- 
ons of government, that Subjeds have great reaſon to wiſh them. 
true, and to examine over again thoſe ſtridt, principles of Loyal- 
ty, Which if purſued wo their juſf' conſequences, muſt unavoidably. 
in, ſonie Junctures, ſacrifice whole Kingdoms, at leaſt all Subjeas 


who pretend to this degree and kind of Loyalty and Conſcience, 


to the ill Fortune of their Prince. 
te % 
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Some Reaſons and Arguments urged, and Objedtions anſwered,” 
for the further Confirmation of this. Doftrine. 


5 wi 


ly rely uponthe Diates of Reaſon in thismatter, I obſerye, 
I. That the Scripture has given us no Dire&ions in this Caſe, 
but toſubmit,and pay all the Obedience of Subjets to the preſent 
powers. It makes no diſtinftion, that ever I could find, berween, 
iphtfÞ] Kings and Ulurpers, berween Kings whom we muſt,and- 


eh Hat we may examine this'more impartially and more Tecure- 


Om we tnuſt not obey ;. but the general- Rule is, _ Let every Soul 


be in Wo ro the bigher Powers, for all power # of God, the Powers 
that 'be are orllained of God : whoſoever therefore reſterh the Power, 


refteth the Ordinance of God , and they that reſiff ſhall — to. 
| : | Theme 
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themſelves damnation, Ty 'Rom.-1,.2. To: fay the Apple hers 
ſpeaks: of lawful powers, is; ate: long , for ' there is no- Evi 
p pom of it: 'The Criticiſm berween Siaiand/ Nrajs will not 
do ; for they both ſignifie the ſame thing in Scripture , either 
force and power, or authority : # i9yu thendviouar war ms, 
I will not be brought under the power of - any thing -, ' muſt ſignifie 


force; 1 Cor. 6.12. and Nvaws muſt fignifie Authority ' and digs 


nity, 1 Eph. 21. vatggye 'mons dpyic x) Jexaidy nf Sonduras 1 wveub- 
nil@- ,: which are ſeveral names and degrees of dignity and 
authority, as well as power. Kvedbey and Yndtev ſignifie the 


ſame thing, the exerciſe of civil authority and power, 22 Lake. 


25. and therefore ai- Eoiue are the « YEundComs , thoſe who 
exerciſe authority and dominion ; the o 4pyorſes, rhe "Rulers, y.3. 
the | MiniFters of God, which bear the Sword, v. 4 In St. Peter , 
the Band's and Hyzwrer', the King , and his Governours and 
Magiſtrates,” 1 Peter 2. 13, 14. . Now there may be Kings and 
Emperours and Rulers ,. who exerciſe civil government without 
a legal Title to-ic ,.in; the ſenſe of the Objefors, yer St. Paul 
has made no. Exception againſt them ; bar if they 'be the Pow- 
ers, if they exerciſe the Supream Authority,” they are of God, 
and are the Ordinance of God : for max (Evie is mis” Yun 
toy; which: evidently relates to the Exerciſe of Civil Authority, 
not to a legal Right. And why ſhould we think the: Apoſtle 
here intends a diſtintion unknown to Scripture : hadthere been 
any. ſuch Rule before given, to ſubmit to lawful powers, but not 
to ſubmic.to Ulurpers, there had been ſome pretehce /for um- 
derſtanding St. Paws all power of all legal power ; but there be- 
ing nothing like this any where elſe in Scripture , if he had in- 
tended any. ſuch diſtintion, he ought to have faid it in ex- 


preſs words,orelſe no body could reaſonably have underftood him 


to intend this ,precepr of ſubjection to the higher powers'; onl 

of powers that had a legal Right. For then, in order ta the ful- 
filling of this precept, it would be neceſſary for Subje&s to exa- 
mine the Titles of Princes,and to that end to be well skill'd in the 
Hiſtory and Laws of a Nation, and*to be able to judge between 
a pretended and real Right,and to know exactly what gives a real 
Right, that they may know to whom they ought to pay ſubjeRi- 
on, and may. not miſplace their duty in ſo important a matter. 
| And let any man judge in what perplexities this ſenſe of the Apo- 
ſtles precept would involve the Conſciences of men 2? for theſeare 
great diſputes among learned men, —_— then ſhould — 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance 
| ed'men underftandthem?” And I cannot think that the refoluci- 
on. of Conſcience, . itt-ſuci matters/as all Mankind-are concern-: 
5 in, ſhould depend gpon. ſuch Nicecies.a&/learned men -chem-- 
lv2s cannot _agree-in. '..Efpecially if we conſider the: Caſe'of-the- 
Roman Empice,-in which, tor ſo many Ages together, the I itles- - 
of their-Emperours were either. all of them ftark nought, or the: 
very beſt of them very doubcful. And yet this Epiſtie to the Ro-- 
mans Was written torche Subjedts of that Empireto direct them-in - 
the point of ſubjeRion and obzdience. This F take co- be little: 
leſs than a demonſtration, that this precept of - St. Paul cannot be. 
underſtood only of ſubjeRtion to powers-that had a legal Right. 
- Beſides this, the reaſon the Apo#le gives for- ſubmitlion to the 
bigher powers is not a legal Right, but the Authority of God ;- 
that all power (or every one, whoexerciſeth the ſupreme power): 
' #5 of God, and the Ordinance of God, which ſeems plainly intended 
to wave the diſpute abouc the legality of the. powers, Which was- 
the Objection of the, Phariſees,. againft ſubmiflion to the Rowan - 
power ; andan Objz&ion which-no body made: but themſelves: - 
they thought they. were not bound by God to fiabmie to- the. Ro- 
2493 POWEers ; nay, that they were bound by che Law of Godnot- 
_ to ſubraic to.them; as being unjuſt Uſurpations upon the privi-- 
ledges and liberties of God's people ., and therefore the Apoſtle 
tells them, that a/ power # of God ; the powers that be are ordained of 
God, wherein certainly he never intended to juſtifie all the Roman - 
Ulſurpations , or to vindicate the legality of their power , 
which will as reaſonably juſtifie all the Revolutions that- eyer- 
were-in the world ; but to aſſert the providence-of God; and- 
his ſupream authority, in- transferring Kingdoms: and Empires , 
| in removing Kings, and ſetting up Kings. And when the A4po- 
fthe lays, All power x5 of God, there is no reaſon to confine this 
70 all legal powers » unlels ic were evidently the Dodrine- of- 
Scripture,.that uſurped powers are not of God , which is fo far from 
being true, that the contrary is evident ; that the mo#t- bigh- rulerh - 
#n the Ring dom of men, and giveth. it to whomſaever be-will, 4 Dan: 
17. Which is ſpoke with reference to the four Mowarchies , which- 
. Were all as manifeſt Uſurpations as ever were in the- world , 
and yet ſet up by the decree. and counſel of. God, and -fore- 
told by a prophetick Spirit : and whoever will confine'the pow- 
er and authority of God, in changing Times and-Seaſons, in remo- 
ving Kings and ſetting up Kings, tO amen Laws, ought not to be- 
diſputed with. , 
To 
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due to Soveraign Powers, &c. 

. To this add, chat this diftin@ion, thac only Lepal, not Uſup: 
pedPowers; are &f God, had made the 4puPles dingition lignifie 
nothing; for the great Queſtion' had been'ftill undereMhined, what 
'Powers'afe of God, and what Powers they muſt obey, if ſome 
Powers be of God, and'ſome not. When he ſays, the Powers that 
be, had he confined this to the then preſent Powers, it would haye 


direRed them at chat time, but had been no getieral diretion to 


Chriſtians in ocher Ages,” to obey the preſent powers, and then 
we have no direion in Scripture, what to do in ſuch difputed 
Gaſes, unleſs by x parity of Kean, and if we muſt obey fach 
powers, as the Roman power was, I kiow very few powers that 
we may not obey :. for whatever Legal Right the Roman Empe- 
rors had, who by fear, or flattery, or other arts, extorted fome 
kind of conſent from the Senate, it is plain, the Romans themſelves 
were great Uluyrpers, and had'no other Right to the greateſt part 
of- their Empire, eres. mars Uſarpation. 
This Vm- ſure; the on 

thoſe whv are in Authority, who are in the actual adminiſtration 
of Government, to reverence and obey them, to pray for them, 
o-pay Tribute to'them, as Ged's Miniſlers, attending continually up- 
on thu wery thing, and not to reſiſt them ; bur there is not the'lealt 


notice given us of- any kind of” Duty owing or to be paid toa - 


Prince ont of Authority, and removed fiom the adminiſtration of 
Government, whatever his Right may be : We have no Example 
m Scripture, chat any people were ever blamed. for ſubmitting to 


the preſent powers; whatever the Uſurpation were, though' we - 


have Examples of cheir being condemned for refuſing to ſubmit to 
them ; witneſs the Propheſies of Feremieb, and the Diſcourſes of 


our Savioar. with the Scribes and Phariſees about paying Tribute. 


to Ceſar. | 
.OurSaviour's Argument relies wholly on the poſſeſlion of power, 
whoſe Image and Superſcription hath it ? 'And if this be a. good Rex- 
ſon; .it is good in all other caſes ; that we muſt ſubmit to alt Prin- 
ces, who are poſſeſſed of the Soveraign power, and are'iti the full 
adminiſtration: of Government : The Prophet Feremy's Argument 
is Prophecy, or an-expreſs Command from God to ſubmit to-the 
King of Babylon; and there was great reaſon for an: expreſs Com- 
mand from God at that time, becauſe God himſelf had entailed ' 
the Kingdom: upon Davix's Poſterity, and therefore without an- 
expreſs Command from God, they could not ſubje& themſelves 
& any other Prince, while any of that Family were living which - 


” 


B; 


y dire&ion of Scripture is to ſubmit to. 
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zaking or unmaking Kings, or reſtoring a diſpoſleſſed Prince 
to his Throne again, and all the Commands we have in oy 
- ture about Obedience and Subjection to Government, manifeſtly 


reſpe&t 


refpe& 4he: praſent:>2RulingpiRowers;> wichone- any 'diſtiation 
between Rightfuli on Ulſurped: powers, [ir ſeems plainly: to deter-. 

mine this. Queſtion: eh: che ſide of the preſent: powers';” ar leaſt | 
- it eaves us- to the guidance and conduct of Reaſon ini this 'mat- 
ter; : and. therefore. let us impartially ' conſider -what 'Reafon 


YS. . 

2. Lobſerye then in the next'place, that this gives the eaſieſt 
and moſt intelligible account of the Original of Humane Go- 
vernment ; that+ all Power is from God, who is the Soveraign 
Lord of the World. 0 oLS : 


makes his Claim. 
Now I think there is no doubt, but ſeveral Governments have 
been begun all theſe ways, but ſtill it is God, who by his Provi- 
dence advances men to the Throne, and inveſts them with his 
* Authority by all theſe ways ; for the Authority is Gods, and 'ic 
he advancing them to the Throhe which gives ther this Au- 
tNoi ItY- Bigg 2 3; 
-It is. evident, there is no Natural Authority, but the Paternal 
and Patriarchal Authority ; and that Menarchies were ere&ed 
upon the ruins or great diminution of it 5 and whether this vwere-- 
by. conſent, or (as-is -moſt ' probable) by violent Uſtrpations; 
of. which Nimrod :{cems| to have fet the-firſt' Example, it-Wwas 
equally unjuſt ; for no. Authority is ſo Sacred, as- what is Natu-/ 
ral; which no man had Authority to give away, or tv V—_ | 
| - Ie, 


nm "The :Cole bf: the fleoranee © 
' But-by_this means God ere&ed:Monarchics;;' and: gave his An. 
thoricy to Men, who had no Authbrity off their own.” +: 
If che Choice and Conſent of the people makes'a'Prince;the 
-no maty'is a-Subje&, but he who conſents to be {o;; 'for'the Major 
Vote cannot include my conſent, unleſs I pleaſe ; rhar is the effect 
'of Law and Compadt or Force, not of Nature. If Subjects give 
their Pritice-Authority, they may. take it away again, 'if they 
pleaſe; there can be no irreſiſtible Authority derived from -the 
people ; for if the Authority be wholly derived from them, who 
ſhall hinder them from taking it away, when they ſee fir? Up. 
on theſe.Principles, there can be no Hereditary Monarchy; one 
Generation can only chooſe for themſelves, their Poltericy ha- 
ving as mach Right to chooſe as they had : : | 
If Conqueſt .gives a Right, then Force, the moſt unjuft-and 
violeat Force,is Right; and then every man by the ſame Rule,who 
is ſtronger than I am, has a Natural-Right to-govern me... 
Submiſſion is only a forced and after-conſent not tellllike a 
King, but to own him, who has made himlclt King, anWMFhom 
very often we would diſown and reje&, were it ſafe to do fo; 
and what Right can that give more than Force ? | 
The continuance of an Ulſurpation can never give a Right, 
unleſs that which -is wrong can grow right by continuance: An 
Ularper by long continuance may out live thoſe, who formerly. 
wore the Crown ; but does it give Rzght to him, who has none, 
that he ourt-lives thoſe, who k.s1 the Right ? For though no body 
elſe has any Right to the Crown, how does this make him a 
Rightful King, who has no Right ? | 
An Hereditary Right is either a. continued Uſurpation, which 
can give no Right, or a Right by Law; that is, by the conſent of 
the people to entail the Crown on ſuch a Family, which, as I ob- 
ſerved before, it Right be relfolved into the Choice and Conſent * 
of the people, cannot be dont; for what Right had my Arice- 
ftors three or four hundred years ago, to chooſe a King for me? 
So that I cannot ſee where to fix the Foundation of Govern- 
ment, but in the Providence of God, who either by the choice of 
the major or ſtronger part of the people,or by Conqueſt;or by Sub- 
miſſion, and the long ſucce{five continuance of power, or by Hu- 
mane Laws,gives.a Prince and his Family poſleflion of the Throne, 
which is a good Title gp" all Humane Claims, and requires the 
Obedicnce and Submitſlion of Subjets as long as God is pleaſed to 
continue him and his Family in the Throne; but it is no Title a- 
gainſt God, if he pleaſe to advance another Prince. = To 


y 


Human Laws: In ma is-K I eerity Te 0h . 
"Government is not derived from God: $4 fora B, the 
People: ; for if God can't make a King without the People; dr againſt 
"their Conſent declared by their Laws, the Authority-muſt:be deri- 
| rk from the Loopls, © not from God ; br at leaft if it be God's Au 
_ thority,” yet God , cart give it diene without” the: People, 'nor 
otherwiſe than. as they herein him by wm. Mek 000 ff 
©* This is all very abſurd, and what choſe et abhoreet chodghts 
of, who inſiſt ſo much upon a Leg il Right, that they will own' ii 
King, Who aſcends the Throne, without ic,” nor' believe that God 
Places, him there without aud againſt a Legal Right :- bac-1f jr d 
rms examine themſelves: for what Reaſon they believe: 
King whe heyy Right to the Throne, is *not ſtupby'God7 ad 
Inv with h is Auth ITrity, they will find, That i ade ultliely 
xclolve it ſaf into the Authority of the Peopte to make Kings; o_.. 
ich rats og for God himſelf to over-rule and alter 3 for a Legal Eti- 
= more than the Authority of the People; and if: thie - 
le bags AN z tneontroulable Anthority in makigg.Khn -Kings;' 
wil challenge as much Authority to 'un kerti t60. 
Toke GR rity of, Govetmiegt befrom God, Elf God (ns 
rg A Ri Ka only by placing a Prince inthe Throne, this by w 
ever means he does.it, it is the ſame thing. When ſuch a Prince is 


i in the Throne, he is Gol s King and "Minifter, and" malt be 
we ang. eyed by the Peple who Ive under his Governe. 
IF 1 u | 17 

WM. y 2 FW. 0te 


be if Power by P0148 e300 
veral © þjeeions , Lain this, "hich! giv" be 


, 1, It is gbjeGed,: That. this makes.a Prince loke his Right 'by- Qbjett. 


deing notoriouſly. injured 3, for if x profperous* Uturper' gets 'into 
L f "A rh Bok himſelF chere gia has taken {rel hfs 
ny nother'; 'and therefore - he ou} Xt 6 

pf pes 2: Fay Throne. (not ay other. "Princes all 
Inge eter 1510; ppofe God, atid' octllenger | 
Vi = ONgEX Any Righ it to. is OR 


tort 


220d out of. it, PSI not ghelay it is 8 a; it CS 
Iaſan an Ms picky not diveſt the Fra, Prince of his Le- 
$i Righ nor forbid him. to ernaknng to recover his 
hrong we _— thoſe "he ae uader no obligation to 
the Price | in. Bn, Ns Bos the dif poſſeſſed Prince” to Tecover 
hisLegal Rig: Ve "Right is the ordinary way 
-Wherxeby t $13. A Leap _ advances Princes to any Heredicary - 
[Throne : And this, bars all other human. Claims 3 bug yet God may 
give the Thro to another, if he pleaſes, aud this does not deſtroy 
of on kewl Right of WE fry. rigs, nor hinder him from. 


ans. W 
Te If the dtipdi poffeſſed Price may 
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Submiſſion t 9.the Provi idence of God, who eng oh u 
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feb 
ag Faria Aa; ifs the diſpoſe? of ' Crows "and" 1 
| The ety of Snbjects i as. filet, is to obey theis Prince, at ſab- 
ito} whilſt he/gby s;-4hd is in poſſeflion"of the Throne: 
Bdichanc Kitgs'nidlt £4 cate alfo to preſerve their Crowns b 

good Government ; ; and if theyevill run the hazarf of theit Cfowns; * 
He 6f th4r* SubjeUs' are certainly Hot to' be blainied by facts | 
Prince; who'did nothing to take'his Crown from him, © 

- Bat ſorncit may be will fay, That ſuch SubjeRts are bound even i 
fel a caſe to maintain and defend their King it his Thtone. 

-F-4fn not fo' very fure of that ; but this Fam ſure of; That when- 
everPes le have's good King, it is both their Daty 'arid-Interclt £6" 
defind hifnt ; and it they wh not miſled by tht Cunning arid Att 
fie&'of 1) ever; rhicy will certainly d6 10.” But if they have'a Very 
bad one, tliat notoriouſly violates their Rights, and breaks'theCone | 
- cifutiont upga which himſelf ſtands, and firikes at the C— 
they liave, their Religion eſtabliſhed by Law, and' their | 
I doubt the caſe may be altered ; and though every body* es: 
ſpeak irvut,; yet molt on fay in their hearts, Let him! g0, if h&can- 
-not defend himſelf. Tt is chough in confeience Patient to beat fo 
bad a Prince, but a little too much to venture their Lives and Fgr- 

' tunes to keep him in the Throne to oppreſs them ; this is againſt 
Reaſon and Nature, and I know no Law of God which requires 
ie: A'Subje&, and-a Soldier 3 to Obey a Prince, and to Fight for 
him, ate two things y and: to be a SubjeR of any Prince, does not 
cither by the Laws of God or Man, neceffarily make hitty a Soldict. | 

Bur: have wenot ſwornto the King, his Heirs and Lawful Succef- 
ſors, todefend and maintain his Perſon, Crown, and Dignity ? And 
are we not bound by this Qath ? 

- I anſwer, n, L grant it iſo; but then we muſt diſtinguiſh two 
parts in this Oatty: 1. The Natital Duty of Subje&s, whichis Faith 
and true Al ce,-or Obedience and Sabmiſfion to the *Govern+' 
ment of the King. 2, That Duty _ Obligation which is Rs, 
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Kg corfdered in he actual Admini > of = 
ment, and no otherwiſe, becauſe it can be. paid only.to the Regnant 
Pringcz,and it is dye to gall Kings, who, are {ctled in the Goyerge. 
+ fox. is is due, to,Goyernment., and, for that, reaſon, to;, 
.w 


4 Is ; Ti i4 THE, ZÞH&60N 
nce, -is die 


ENG only by. 
Human, Laws,doy; 


Prince} | : 
ſubmit to, without Retiſtance 3. 1 amabſplved from my 
pal i/ ance to. maintain and, defend my ejeQcd Prince, becaule 
cannot do it without 'violating that Allegiance, which by the Laws: 
of Pod owe to. the Regnant Prince 3 for 1 cannot defend the dif- - 
policifed Prince, whom |. have ſworn to defend, without oppobng - 
and refiſting the Regnant Prince, whom by the Laws of God I am 
bound to,obey.. wt! | 
.2, This Legal Allegiance, or Maintenance and Defence, is Sworn 
only to;a; King in Poſſeſſion, , and ſignifies no moxe, than-to main- 
tain and defend him in the Poſſcifion of the Throne, as having a 
Legal Right to it: We can legally take this Oath only to: a King, 
" whois in Poſſcffion, for it muſt be adminiſtred by his Authority ; 
and the Obligation of Oaths muſi not be extended beyond the ne-. 
 ceflary Signification of Words; now to. maintain and. defend the 


I 


King's Perſon, Crown, and Dignity, and to reſtore him- to his - - 


Throne, when he is diſpoſſelſed, are two very different things ; and - 
_ therefore he, who Swears to waintain and defend, is not by virtue. 
of 


thereto MY 
why this hould be exacted from 


TEU «2 np them'3 but in lnary Caſes, if 
they cannot defend the King in Poſſeſſion; there is-licthe-likelihood 
they, ſhould: he able to reftore him; and therefore; no xeaſan,; that 
Subjects, ſhould biad themſelves by ſuch: an Quth, 5; (romp wn Pr os 
.; I veature.our Lives.and Fortunesito preſerve thy King's Perſort 
and Government, . while he js/in Poſſeſſion: is reaformble- enough 3 


becaule. it is 2 rcal Service, to. our King and Country, to prevent un- + 


' juſt Ularpations, which overturn the Government, and often uns 
{ctte.or-deitroy the. Laws,-and with them;the Rights and-Libexties 
of. Sybjerts:, ; as well as. the. Right of the King z. hut, to. Swear 
to do:.ouriutmolſt to, reſtore the King , when he. is diſpoſſefſed;, 
is to, Swear. never to. ſubmit to. uſurped Powers , but to-take 
all Opportunities to overthrow ſuch Governments to reſtore our: 
King, which. is contrary to our Duty , when God- xemoves one - 
King,; and ſets up anotherz which expoſes our Livesiand Fortunes 
to: ruin, when, we, cannot. ſerve our King, by it 3 which ; provokes 
ſuch new Powers, if they be not more merciful; to ſecure themſelves 
by, rooting out ſuch ſworn Enemies to their Government z' and-then- 


_ the Conſequence of this Oath, is, . That if our King be driven out: 


of the Land, we will follow him into- Baniſhment, or venture'be- 
ing hanged at-home; that we will diſturb all Governments, and- 
raiſe, Rebellions, and Civil Wars, ;if :we can, 'tq, reſtore, our King, 
tho with the utter, Ruin and Deſtruction of the Nation. --I believe, 
ſhould all this be expreſſed in,an-Qath, there is no Man in/;his, wits 
would: take it, for .the fake' of the beſt Prince-that ever {way'd- a 

Scepter 3 and how. unreaſonable then. is'it, to expound an Oath tos 


+ But we Swear not only to the Kin x, but tohis Heirs, and Lawful 
. Succeſſors, who are,notin Attual Poſicon z- and theretore that muſt; 


Fignify to give them Poſſeſſion; Right! if the King dye pollc& 0b 
the Crown, we Swear to maintain the Succeſſion, and tq-own-tha 
true Heir, for our King burt-if the-King be driven out of Poſſeſhon, 
and. his. Heirs with him , -and-- another Prince poſſeſſed of'-thes. 
Throne. 


C. 
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*s EPO ION 
| Throris this Oath cawnio* mibge oblige: te ſet che” Bitalhd ae 
np6n the- the-Throge,thaw'ts reſto the Banilh [hee King, Reb 
*:Bar by Tweating: 66 he Heits; and $8 bets we 
Swear not to own; of ſubinit to any whois not'the Lepal 
Heir: 'That-I'Seny 5:we Swear; if r. [not to make it our 
AG; mve'es ſet! up any Prince,- whois nor the righe Heirg "and we 
Swear town the righHeir, if he gets' Poſſeſſion; but we do. not 
Swearinot, to fubclt'to any Prince; 'whi' oe into Poſſefſion; anll is 
fetted in'the Throne without” a | Legal Ri ht z. the words ſignify no 
" aſ thing; no more than'Maintaining Defending, ſignifies Re-. 


-436-T obſerve farther, That this Maintenance and Defence, which 

woStenr of the _— s Perſon and Crown; is only « 'Mainte- 

the Law will not juſtify, much le doe it 

ER illegat Defence ; and therefore a Legal Oath can ob- 
lige us only to 2 Legal Defence. 

Fhis is trace, with reference to the Carſe z for we are not bound 
| 10 defend the King = Law, or when he Subverts the Laws, 
IE! | and Liberties and the Eſtabliſhed Retigion of the Wingdoea by 
MULS! | Hlegal Methods. 6 erin Prince muſt not be reſifted by foree , 
1/1! JR nor muſt he'be affifted and defended againfit Law'; for tho the Ki 
WITS: | be-unaccountable, yet his Miniſters and Inſtruments are not; an 
; 1] \J- no-Man' is bound to ſerve or defend' the King in that ; for which 
JUTE! | by the'Law of the Land he may be hanged for a Traytor; and this 
Oy | ins # Firtiited Monarchy, ſets Bounds to Sovereign Power ; for un- 
ls Subjects will betray their own- Liberties, and- ventare to be 
1H for it, ſach a Prince carnot hurt them; andthe lace Revo- 
MUIR | Jution teaches us, ( and all Princes to take warning by ir ) 
WINE! | how eaſily a Prince is ruined, when he has forſeiced the AﬀeRions, 
; {||| 'T_ and the Legal Defenceof his Subjects by the Exerciſe of an-lilegal 
NAW | - and Arbitrary Powers and if the: Oath-of Allegiance' docs: net 
I 11; of oblige Subjedts to defend a-Prince in the Exerciſe of art Arbitrary 
1 1! FR Power ; Think, it- much leſs obliges them' 'to reſtore ſuch a'Ptince, 
Wilt i - and Arbitrary Power with him. 

71011! Yi Bur that which I mean by a Legal Defence,(let the Cauſe be what 
211! \tY | it will) is ſach a Defence , as the Law requires all-Subjects to! give 

" how z fora Legal Outh can require no other Defence that-the 
zl; 6 | "Now the'only Legal Defence, wherein all Subjects are coneern'd, 
SEAUIG! | is cither the Mijtio ECT ERE, GEE W Ge T2uer 


Pd 


3 


S NE rn hy be t 


itia, Ov Yr ge Fu Genliaer 
Regan Pcs 
he, Y rrky may bk for. his Defence ,. beſides the 
Militia of the Country 3 : oY jrehy Fo may-do., \when- he is out 
of Poſlctlion, and Loyal Subjets ought chearfully to ſerve him 


in it, 


Now here is. a great Queſtion, which I am not Lawyer 
ta decide ; When Commilhon granted by a King out Bae 
tion, bea Legal Commilhion; but be that how it will, I am ſure, 
there. is no Law that xequires all Subjxdts to receive Commiſſions 

from the King, tho he be 1a Poſſeffion of the Government, nor to =e'F 
themſelves Soldiers in.-his Army ; and therefore this is no part of 
that Legal Defence which we Swear. All that LegalDefence which 
we Swear to the King, can be paid only to. the King in Poſſeihons 


and, what we. have not-Swore, we. are, not þonud (0. by maſs 


of _”"_ which is the only thing we are. now. ing cr. 
This © hol hole Nation, both rh and: People .have, ring aber 

—— d, by ms and receiving Addreſſes of- Lzves- wy 
Fortunes, ich | is $I to ſignify fome other defence than, the 
Qath of A them. to; .and thercfoxe; were not, of the 


mind of thoſe Men, as dos Sr nce_hinds, them 
E 


to reſtore the King, when Diſpoſed of his ORG, At the Ex- 

Pence of their Lives and Fortunes. 
" 4+ It is worth conlidering allo; T hat the Oath of Allegiance i is. 
A National Oath., and therefore the defence or maintenauce. we 
Para National, that, is, to.join with, our Fellow-ſabjedts. in de- 
ng, ihe Kg Paley and Crown.:. for ſingle Subjects, camnot. 
the way £0.0hlge chem all is to impoſe 

ya 
Now ſuch Qaths as theſe oblige every particular Man.to-do no-in- 
jury to. the King's Perſon or Crown, nat to cater inta-Plots, and 


-Gonſpiracies againſt dim .and as for adual defence ,; heapfaly to- 


his Life and Fextunes with. his, Fellow-ſubjecs exve 

the Ring, 'But ia caſe the great Body bf the Cr mp 
ſelves from theſe\Qaths; and. depoſe tittir King, and. drive him-out 
of his Kingdom, and ſet up another. Prince in. bis.rgam, ic: is "_ 
conli- 


"I 


Hh Cone] 
Ee} it isa National, 
efcnce. we Gear 3 and therefore a general revolt of | 
Et DE Wu 
to excti thoſe, who had tkithek hand Yor heart i in ir from t 


& Country, which is as ome Bb as to Bae againſt our Kin: 

*he fit, 1 ibs this; God, when-he ſees fit, 'can remove Ng EM 
up Kin withour afly regard 'to human Right, as being the Sove- 
wires, 'of "the Warld, ; rl rules in the ox. peo of Men, *and 
oct theta to whomſoever he will: but Subjedts, in ſetting up, or 
removing Kings, muft have regard to Legal Right ;-.and if hey" pull 
down. ! ul the g, and (ct up a King without right; (unleſs the 
hong 6 e Govexntrient in ſome, Caſes ſhould allow it) 
lyfn ectally when they have ſworn the defence of the 
E Tat ca) We but theDuty and Allegiance of 
bjeds Yoes'hot immediately reſpect Ripht. but the actual admini- 
fixation LGcedninene, when there is a ſetled Government in a Na- 
tion'; Pee _ is God's dry > iran nnmbebivs)\r no bet 
muſt aythis, no ere er part of-his Daty ;'and 
ay "Terre awiy t tus by the ath 'of Allegiance, as F have 

writ: 1 « 


q 
__ 


l | % Objetiion. But it wjll. be farther. objected, Tharifts De&trire'do not aki 


-away the Legal Right, yet it makes it impoſſible for Tuch'an injux'd 
Prince to recover his, Right, when all his'Sabje&Fhave ſworn Alle- 

| * ofafce"tok new Prince; and therefore canine Io Fre "oath 
ſme. Vanfiver; This thay be called*a diff ultyin Providen Ng 


pleaft; Bur it'is no'difheulty to the Subj ePutſie his 

= it, unleſs a paſſionate affeQtion for the ilp6ieſ d Prince'ttis 
* A iiifficylley: but ſuch a misfortune as this ,; can rarely het Fro, to a 
| Beloyed Prince 3-and when' Subjeats are overpowered! by rce, and 


5 tieither og eely. al leave Prince, bg News 'reticd) 
{s fo Ec Y, an cave'c thing Ie to 
wa PSY 


© The Divine Providence has ways and ihbeh6 s'of petivvin Rigs 
-arid fetting md Kings, which we are'not aware * of, nor concern 


_ ko 
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 - te to Sovereign Powers, &&c. 
— -to know, becauſc'it is no part of our duty : No man could have 
foreſeen,how Ch.H. ſhould have returned, who had a powerful Army 
' againft/him3' or F, II. be driven out of his Kingdom,at the Head of 
a powerful Army, without ſhedding of blood. All the Plots and 
<Conſpiracies of the Loyal Party were vain, and had nb other effe&; 
but to bring ſome worthy and gallant Men to an unhappy end ; but 
what they could not do, God did without them z and all ſuch Ca- 
ſes we muſt leave to God. 
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' But does not this encourage daring and ambitious Spirits to graſp Gbjettion, 


at Crowns, and invade their Neighbours, when they know that Suc- 
ceſs gives them Sovereign Authority , and obliges Subjects,  not- 
withitanding all former Oaths, to pay all Duty and Allegiance te 
them ? 


Ambitious and daring Spirits need no other encouragement but Anſwer, 


Power to graſp at Crowns ; and if they have this, they value no 
more : promiſe them but Succeſs, and they will try, whether Sub- 
jeds will obey or not. I dare ſay, fuch men never took it into con- 
ſideratisn, whether Subje&s would think themſelves bound in Con- 
ſcience to obey them, in caſe they prevailed 3 they ſeldom trouble 
themſelves about Conſcience, but truſt to other Arguments to ſecure 
. their Thrones, when they have once gotten them. And if they 
take this Dodtrine all together, as they mutt do, if they encourage 
their Ambition, by Reaſon, and Principles, it will give no encou- 
ragement to Ambitious Spirits without a great doſe of Enthuſiaſm : 
For if the Kingdoms of the World be diſpoſed by God, and no Art 
or Power can place any Prince on the Throne, but by God's appoint- 
nent, unleſs they can flatter themſelves, that God has ordain'd 
- them to be Kings, it will check all their ambitious Attempts, which 
God can ſo ecafily defeat. y 

But if this Do&trine ſhould prove inconvenient to Princes, and 
dangerous to their Thrones ; I am ſure” the contrary Doctrine is 
much more dangerous to-Subje&s, when any ſuch Revolution hap- 


pens ; for it ſacrifices them to the rage and fury of Conquering and 


Reigning Princes, when they are obliged by Principles of Conſci- 
ence to oppoſe and diſown their Government , which it is folly to 
think any Prince will endure; and though 1 have as great a reve- 
rence-for Princes as any man, Ido not think the Right and Intereſt 
of any Prince ſo conſiderable, as the. Safety and Preſervation of a 
Nation, .and the Lives and Fortunes of all his Subjects. 


34 


. The Caſe of the Allegiance . 


In a word, The Objecars do not think-it a-ſufficient Confuta- 
tion of the Doctrine of Non-refiſtance, and Paſſive Obedience, to 
fay, That this puts it into the King's power, to invade the Laws + 


- and Liberties, the Lives and Fortunes, of his Subjedts at pleaſure ; 


and yet there is more danger of this from an Ambitious and Arbi- 
trary Prince, than there is, that the Doctrine of Obedience and Sub< 
miſſion to the Governing Powers, ſhould encourage Ambitious Spi- 
rits to invade their Neighbours -Thrones ; the. Divine Providence 
takes care of all ſuch extraordinary Caſes, and there we mult leave 
them. ns 
| But have not Pyrates and Robbers as good a Title to my Purſe, 
as an Uſurper has to the Crown, which he ſeizes by as manifett 
force and violence ? Does not the Providence of God order and - 
diſpoſe all theſe events ? And are we not bound then as much to 
ſubmit to Pyrates, as to Uſurpers ? | 
The diſpute is not about human and legal Right in either Caſe, 
but about Authority, which is the only reaſon of a conſcientious 
fubje&ion ; now no Man pretends, that Thieves and Pysates have 
God's Authority, to which we muſt (ubmit ; but the Scripture ex- 
preſly tells us, That Kingdoms are diſpoſed by God 3.-That all 
Power is of God 3, and therefore when any Prince , by what 
unjuſt means ſoever , with reſpe& to Men , is placed in the 


- Throne, and (etled there, He is advanc'd by God, is God's Ordi- 


nance, God's Miniſter, and muſt be obeyed for Conſcience fake : 
And therefore the outrages of Thieves and Pyrates are very imper- 
tinently alledged in this Cauſe. They have force and violence, 
which every Man muſt ſubmit to, when he cannot help it ; but So- 
veraign Power is God's Authority, though Princes may be advan- 
ced to it by no honeſter means, than Thieves take a Purſe, or break 
open my Houſe, and take my Money, or Goods. The beginnings of 
the four Monarchies were no better, and yet their Power was God's. 
But did not Fehojada the High+prieſt anoint Foaſh the King's Son, 
and depoſe and kill 4thaliab, who had uſurped the Throne for fix 
years? And did he think then, that an Uſurper's poſſeſſion of the 
Throne, required the Allegiance and Fidelity and-Qbedience of the 
Subjec ? | | " 
| > All that this Story amounts to, is no more than this, That 
when the Legal and Rightful Heir is aQtually poſſeſſed of his Throne, 
Sabjets may return to their Allegiance, and by the Authority of 
their King proſecute the Ufſurper ; for Foaſh was = and 
! Pro. 


| due to Sovereign Powers; 8c; 
_ proclaimed, before any one ſtirred a finger againſt Azhaliah : Now 
this is a very different Caſe from raiſing Rebellions againſt a Prince, 
who is in the poſſeſſion of the Throne , to reſtore an cje&ed 
Prince. | 

2, But this was a'peculiar Caſe; for God himſelf had entailed 
the Kingdom of 74h on the poſterity of David, and therefore no- 
thing could juſtify their ſubmiſſion to an Ulurper, 'when the King's 
Son was found, to whom the Kingdom did belong by a Divine 
entail; and by this, Fehojada juſtihes what he did, Behold, the King's 
ſon+ſhall reign, as the Lord hath ſaid of the ſons of David. Now when 
God has entailed the Crown by an expreſs declaration of his Will, 
and nomination of the Perſon, or Family, that ſhall Reign ( as ir 
was in the Kingdom of Jx4dah _) Subjects are bound to adhere to 
their Prince of God's chuting, when he is known, and to perſe- 
cute all Uſurpers to the utmoſt, and never ſubmit to their Govern- 
ment z but in other Kingdoms, where God makes Kings, and cn- 
tails the Crown, not by expreſs nomination, but by his Providence, 
the placing a Prince in the Throne, and ſetling him there in the full 
adminiſtration of the Government, is a reaſon to ſubmit to him, as 
to God's Ordinance and Miniſter, 

But it is further urged, T hat according to theſe Principles, all 
Kings are ſet up by God, and yet God expreſly charges Iſrael witi: 
making Kings without him, Hoſea 8. 4. They have fet up Kings, but 


not by me 3 they have made Princes, and T knew it not. h 


Now 1. This is not true-as to all the Kings of Iſrael, after their 
ſeparation from the Tribe of Judh; for ſome of the Kings were 
{t up by God's own appointment and nomination, as Feroboam and 
Zebu, and their poſterity : So that this can be true only of thoſe 
Kings, who Reigned over 1ſrae] between the Polterity of Feroboam 
and Febx, and after the Kingdom was taken from -the Lane of 

ebu, ; 

= One of theſe Kings was Baaſhah, who flew Nadab the Son of 
 Feroboam, and made himſelf King without God's expreſs nomina- 
tion and appointment, and yet God tells him, I exalted thee out of 
the duſt, and made thee Prince over my people Iſrael. And all the other 
Kings; who were not nominated by God, nor anointed by any Pro- 
phet, no more than Baaſha was, . were yet {et up by God, as he 
Was, : | . 

3. The true Anſwer then is this : -Iſ-ael was originally a Theoeracy, 
aS well as Judah; and though God RG thein at their requeſt 

2 | t 
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Obje@, 


Anſre. 


1 Kings 
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to have Kings, yet he referved the appointment of them to himſelf, 
and therefore, as in the Kingdom of «dab, he entailed the Crown 
on David's Poſterity, ſo he appointed 'Feroboam to be the firſt King, 
in Irael, and they ought, when that Line was cut off, to have con- 
fulted God, and received his nomination, by his Prophets, of a 
new King 3 but inftead of that, when Jeroboam's Line, and Febit's, 
were cut off, whorwere the only Kings named by Gad, and a+ 
nointed by his Prophets, they ſubmitted to any, who. could ſet 
themſelves over them.: This was a great fault in a people who were 
_ under the immediate Government of God ; for hereby they fell out 
of the ſtate of Theocracy, into. the common condition of the reſt of 
the World, where Kings are ſet up by the Providence of God, as. 
© Baaſha was, but not by his appointment and nomination 3 which 
was the privilege of 1/rael, but which it ſeems they deſpiſed and 
neglected, as no privilege or favour; as great a Crime, as for Eſar 
to contemn. his Birth-right ; and therefore are very juſtly reproved 
for it by God, and charged with it as a great crime, it being in ef- 
fe&, a. renouncing their prerogative, of being God's peculiar Peo- 
_ ; 
F 34ly, To juſtify this Doctrine of Obedience and Allegiance to 
the preſent Powers, there is an Argument, which I know ſome Men 
willnot like, but muſt be a good Argument to thoſe, who moſt ſcru- 
ple the new Oath; viz. That it is founded on the ſame Principle with 
the Do&rine of Non-reſiſtance and Paſſive-obedience, and therefore both 
Mult be true, or both falſe ;.for it is founded on this Principle, 
That God makes Kings , and inveſts them with his Authority 3 
which equally proves, That all Kings, who have received a Sove- 
raign Authority from God, and are in the aQtual adminiftration of 
it (which is the only cvidenc@we have that they have received it 
from dGod ) mult be obeyed, and muſt not be reliſted. Set alide 
this Principle, That all Soveraign Princes receive their Authority 
from God, and I grant that Non-reſiftance is nonſenſe; for there 
is no other irreſiſtible Authority, but that of God. If God have 
given. a Soveraign Authority to them, they are immediately his 
Miniſters, and unaccountable to their Subjects ; but if they reccive 
their Authority from Men, and human Laws, I cannot infagine, 
that their Power is any more than a Truſt, of which they mutt give 
an account to thoſe who have entruſted them with it, according to -. 
thaſe Laws, by which they were entruſted to exerciſe that Power ;, 
for. whether there be auy expreſs proviſion made in the Law yr weong 
| them. 


oe 
" 


wards Svereren Poers; Bec. 
them toan account or not; the nature of 'the thing proves, that if 
they receive their Power from Men, they are accouhtable to them 
for thoſe who give Power, may take an account of the uſe and 
abuſe of it. | : : 


Iam ſare St. Pau}, who moſt expreſly teaches this Dodrine of Rom. 13- 


Non-reliſtance, joyns theſe two together, Obedience to the preſent 
Powers, and Non-refiſtance, and deduces them/both from the ſame 
Principle, That all Power is-of God: Let every ſoul be ſubjed? to the 
bigher powers, for all power is of God 3 the powers that be, are ordained of 
God; be therefore that refiſteth the power, reſiteth the ordinance of God, and. 
they that refit, ſhall receive to themſelves damnation. 
And Bp. OveralPs Convocation Book,, which is lately publiſhed, the 
- principal defign of which is to affert the irreſiſtible Authority 
of Sovereign Princes, does as plainly affert this tov, That all ſetled. 
Governments, whatever their beginnings were, have God's Au- 
thority, and mult- be obeyed 3 of which, more above : For thoſe. 
wiſe Men, who fate in that Convocation, plainly law the neceſ(-- 
\ ary connexion between Non-refiftance, and Obedience to the pre-- 
KF. ſent Powers; both which were equally reſolved into the Authority 
| of God, in removing Kings, and ſetting up Kings.. So that Obe-- 
dience and Allegiaffce to the preſent Powers, when they are once: 
well ſetled among us, is ſo far from being a renouncing of the 
Dodtrine of Non-reliftance and Paſhve-obedience, that thoſe who re--- 
fuſe to. comply, muſt renounce the only Principle whereon that: 
Dodtrine is reaſonably founded, and conſequentially renounce the. 
Dodtrine it-(elf.. | | 
4thly, To fay, That when the Divine Providence has removed: 


one King, and ſet up another, we muſt not own this new Prince, | 


nor pay the Duty of Subjects to him, if he have no Legal Right, 
k is to deny God's Authority to remove Kings, or to ſet up Kings. 
againſt Human Law; for he cannot make a King , if he cannot 


oblige us to obey him ; nor can he remove a King, if he cannot . 
diſcharge us from our Allegiance to him ; and thoſe are bold men-. 
who will venture to ſay,in plain contradiction to Scripture, that God. 


cannot remove or {et up Kings. 
thly. Nay this limits the Providence of God, in governing Kings, 
and protecting Innocent and Injured Subjects: We fay, the Puniſh- 
ment of Sovereign Princes, whoare unaccountableto their Subjects, 
_ K peculiarto God, who. is the King of kings 'and thus we anſwer: 


Power,. 


"the Objections againſt Non-Reliſtance, That if Princes: abuſe their . 
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F o#- The Caſe of the Allegiante 
+ 1 = Power, God will puniſhthem for it;: and: deliverotheir opprefied 
$--* E * Subjes; but it ſeems:Gog. has noway to do.this, but-either to'turm 
- = their hearts,or to take them out- of the World; for he cannot xemove 
- them from the Throne ; or if he does, *the Subjects are never- the 
- better for it 3 for they muſt not own any other Prince,. though he 
\.would be never ſo kind to them ; but maſt bring new <alamities 
upon themſelves by an obſtinate adhering to their,ola Prince, and 
provoking the-new one: This ſeems very hard, that when God has 
actually delivered us, we muſt refuſe our deliverance; That we will 
; - not allow God to deliver us, unleſs he do it by Law 3, as if God 
'L - . were as much contined to human Laws, as Men are : It is enough, 
: methinks, if we ſuffer patiently, without violating the Laws to de- 
liver our ſelves; 'but let God who is above all human Laws, deli- 

ver us what way he pleaſes. "= 
6thly, That which is {till more conſiderable, is the neceſſity of 
Government to preſerve human Societies 3; for human Societies muſt 
not diffolve into a Mob, or Mr. Hobbs's ftate of Nature, becauſe the 
Legal Prince has loſt his Throne, and can no longer govern. Biſhop 
Duicquid Sanderſon tells us, That the end of Civil Covernment, - and. of that 
enim fnis Obedience which is due toi, is the Safety and Tranquility of Hu- 
alicjws man Societics ; and therefore whatever is nFteffary and uſeful to 


Er 1 & this end, becomes our Duty ; for the End preſcribes the Means. 
ciendum 

k eſt, eatenus fieri oportet, in quantum ei fini conſequendo neceſſarium wel utile videbitur. Civilis 
autem regimints, ejuſque que ipſ! debita eft obedientid, finis eſt, humans Sccietatis ſalus & tran- 
gr:ilites. De Oblig. Conſc. Prel. 5. SeQ. 19. | 


.*Þ q And therefore this Great Man, and the moſt zealous Loyalifts,. do 

own it lawful for Subjes to pay ſome kind of ſubmiſſion, and com- 

| | pliance, to Uſurped Powers. Let us then examine what it is they al- 

| low, and whether it anſwers the great End, which gives Law in 
all theſe Caſes, The ſafcty and tranquility of Human Societies. 

'Tbid. Set. They grant then, that we may obey the Laws of ſuch a Prince, 

16,17,18, who-has no Right or Authority to make them, - if they contain no- 

"29. thing which is ſinful (which is an exception againſt all Laws, 

whatever Prince makes them) and may defend our Countrey againſt 

a Foreign Enemy, may adminiſter Juſtice to reward the Good, and 

puniſh the Wicked; and preſerve the Trade.-and Commerce of the 

Nation : but then we muſt have no regard to the Authority of the 

| Prince, nor of his Laws ; for he has no Authority, and his Laws do 

F..: ;net oblige the Conſcience z but we may thus far comply to preſerve 

our 


due-to. Sovereign: Powers,. 8c. . 
' our {clyes,! our Lives, ;and-Fortunes, and, Eſtates, and. for the good 
of the Community.and outof gratitude to:the Reigning; Prince for his 
protection ,:and the many Blefdings they enjoy under his Govern- 
ment 3: though a late Friter thinks this gratitude a little too much, 
and not owirſg to an Vſurper; which ſeems ſirange; for I will thank 
any man, and-make grateful Returns too of his kindneſs, who has 
power ( whatever his Authority be ) to do-me- hurt, and does me 
none, but a great deal of good, I am ſorry Loyalty , which-is a 
very great Virtue, ſhould put men out of conceit with any kind or 
inſtances of Gratitude; which I thick is not aleſs Virtue than that. 
But tho I greatly reverence the profound Judgment of Biſhop San- 
derſon, T cannot be of his mind in' this point; if the Safety and 


Tranquility of Human Socicties requires any thing of us, it both re- 


quires and juſtifies a great deal more. | 

For 1. As he fates the matter, this deftroys Civil Government, 
atnd a governed Society 3. for here is neither King, nor Subject, no 
Authority to Command, nor Duty to Obey ;z and I ſuppoſe no Man, 


who conſiders it welt, will call this-a Civil Government, or a Ci- _ 


vil Society, to which Authority and Obedience is Eſſential : He 


would have a Civil Society preſerved, this is the fundamental. Law 
of all z but he ygilt-allow no Authority to ſupport it, which is as . 
vain a detign , as to reſolve to maintain the Superliructyre, but to 


take away the Foundation. The Prince governs by force without 
Authority z_ the Subject obeys for fear or gratitude, without a ſenſe 
of Duty, which. may laſt as long as the Prince has. Power, or the 
Subjects are in good Humour, and no longer; and is this a ſure 


bottom, for the Safety and Tranquility of Human Societies? If Hu- _ 


man. Societies muſ} be preſerved,. then the neceſſities of Government 


give Authority to the Prince ,' and lay an Obligation of Duty o&n _ 
the Subje&z if God will preſerve Human Societies, we muſt _. 


conclude, that when he removes one King out of the Throne, 
he gives his Authority to him whom he - places there ; for 
.-without- Authority-, | Human Societies muſt disband. ; .Powesx 
may tye them together a while, but can never unite them into. 4 


Civil Body, without the Bands and Ligaments of Duty and Con- 


ſcience. | | 
' 2, For I would ask, Whether the care of my own Preſervation, 
and the pablick Duty, and Gratitude to the Government for my 
Protedion, 'do oblige me in Conſcience to obey and ſubmit to the 
| Government, and the Prince who Goycrns,' and to wiſh and pray 
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for, and do-my utmoſt to endeavotirtheir Profperity?- If it does; 1 


- ſeeno difference between this and/Allegiances and what Tam bound 


'in Counſtienceto do, '1 may fwear'to do: tfitdoesmnot, then T'am 
at Liberty -to difturb the Governmient:, hotwithſtanding: all: my 
gratitude, when 1-canz nay, art under Obligation by my Al- 
legiance-to the Difpoſſeſſed Prince, to'do it when I can; 'and how 
does this.contribute' to the Safety and Tranquility of Human Socie- 

ties? 2M | | 

3. Suppoſe then the Government does not think its {elf ſafe, te 

"leave a}l Men at Liberty to diſturb it when they pleaſe, and when 
they have a promiſing Opportunity to do it , but ſhould require an 

"Oath of Fidelity from them, which, we ſee, is the univerſal Pra- 

tice of all Governments z what ſhall Subje&s do- in this 


Caſe? 


According to theſe Principles, no Subject, when his! Rightful 
Prince, to whom he-owed, 'or t& whom: he had ſworn Allegiance 
(which the Biſhop makes the ſame Caſe) is difpoſſeſſed, ought to 
Twear Fidelity and Allegiance to any other Princez and now, then 
Jet us ſuppoſe, that they all did their Duty, and refuſed this Oath, - 
-and the Prince had power enough to'compel- them 3 what muſt be 
the effe& of this, but the utter Ruin and Deſtrugtion 'of the Nati- 
on? The Land, indeed.” would remain as it was, 'and where- it 
"was, for that can't be removed; but the People of it muſt either be 
deſtroyed, or impriſoned, or tranſplanted into ſome'Fareign Coun- 
tries, as was formerly practiced m'the Eaftern Conqueſts , witneſs 
the Ten Tribes, who were carried away Captive, and the Country 
New Ppeopled ;z and is not this a Diſſolution of Human Society 7 And 
if the Preſervation -of Human Society, be the great ultimate end of 
Government, and will: juſtify what it makes 'neceſfary , nothing 
can be a Duty, which if univerſally obferved , muſt unavoidably 
in all ſuch Revolutions of Government , deſtroy Human Socje- 
"TICS, | 

For to ſay, That it can never be ſuppoſed, that all, or the great- 
eſt part of any Kingdom in ſuch Revolutions will adhere to their 
Daty, and obſtinately refuſe to ſwear Allegiance to a new Prince, 
and that is ſufficient to preſerve the Nation, tho ſome few conſcien- 
«tious People ſuffer by it, does not alter the Caſe for till, accord- 
ing to theſe Principles, Human Societies in ſuch Revolutions can- 
not be preſerved without Sin ; for if all Men did their Duty, they 
muſt all be-defiroyed: Now, 1 believe it will be hard to perſwade 
any 


4 


 dae 10 Sovereign Powers, -&&c. 
any conſidering Men, that that-which in ſuch- Caſes is neceſſary. 

| a'Nation,:is a Sinz and that which: will infallibly deftxoy 
-it, is Duty and Virtue 3- if we allow the ſafety and preſervation of 
Human Sotieties; to be the great Law of all, {IE 
1-4. F obſerve further , that as cautious as the Biſhop is, That we 
ſhould pay Obedience to Uſurped powers, without owning their Au- 
thority z yet he is forged-to allow us to do ſuch things for the pub- 

| lick'/Good, / as cannot be done without: owning, the Authority ;. as 

the Defence of our Country againſt a Foreign They, and the Ad- 
miniſtration of -publick Juſtice; for this muſt be done by Commil- 
fton-from the King, and, Iſfuppoſe, to take a Commiſſion from him, 
owns his Authority , and owns it to be a good Authority ; for if 
they hang any Man either by Military Diſcipline, or Civil Jukice, 
and have not. good Authority. for it, they are Mugderers. The 
truth js; to exerciſe all the Acts of Civil Government, which are 
neceſſary for the Community , without owning: the Authority of 
the Prince, in whoſe Name, and by whoſe Authority all is tranſ- 
ated, is a Riddle to me; if we muſt not own the Authority or Ps 
Prince, - we muſt do nothing -by his Authority, and' then Civil Go 
vernment in ſuch Caſes muſt ceaſe, and Human Societies diſſolve. 
So that the preſervation. of Human Societies does of neceſlity force 
as to own the Authority, even of Vſierped Powers; and if the preſer- 
vation of Human Societies be the end of Civil Government, and 
the reaſon of that Obedience which we owe to Government, as the 
Biſhop aſſerts 3. then when an obſiinate Allegiance to the, Diſpoſſeſſed 
Prince muſt diffolve Civil Government, the reaſon of that Allegi- - 
ance ceaſes., and therefore that Allegiance muſt be at an end ; and 
when Allegiance to Uſurped Powers, is neceſſary to the preſervation 
of the Society, it muſt become a Duty. 


5+ The Biſhop reſolves all this into the preſumed Conſent of the 11d. SB. _ 1 


ejected. Prince, that [his . Subjeas ſhould rather conſult their own 21- 
fafety by a modeſt compliance with the preſent Powers, . than bring 
certain Ruin upon themſelves by an unſeaſonable Oppoſition; Now 
tho I confeſs, I lay no fireſs upon a preſumed Conſent; yet, if we 
will preſume, we ſhould preſume all that is reaſonable, that is, all 
that is neceſfary for the Preſervation of his Subje&ts, when he can 
overn them, and protect them no longer; and then we may pre. 
amehis Conſent: to Oaths of Allegiance and Fidelity, when this is 
neceſſary to their preſervation and I can very eafily preſume, thas 
Princes think this a lefs fault, _ ſome Subjects doz they —_— 
wh 
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what they themfelves expe& from SubjeRts, where they have Powes, + 
whatever their Right be, and therefore cannot. com of: their: 
SubjeQs",' if they! pay'it to another Prince; in. whoſe Power. they; 
are; this is the Pradtice of the whole World; and Princes know: 
it; and may as reaſonably be preſumed to allow it, as any other. 
A& of Obedience and: SubjeQion to Uſurped Powers. And thol. 
will not meddle with that Queſtion ,” Whether a King's leaving his 
Kingdom 'in @ great Fright, without any one to Gorern and Pro. . 
te& his Subjeas, be to all intents'and purpoſes an. Abdication of 
the Government? Yet one may reaſonably preſume , that-a King, 
who forſakes his Kingdom to conſult his own Safety, will give his 
Subjeds: leave to conſult theirs; if this will juſtify a King to 
fave himfelf by.leaving his Kingdom ;. why will-it not juſtify Sub- 
jets, when their King has left them, to ſubmit and comply with 
the prevailing Powers, as far as is neceſſary to preſerve themlelves:? 
That is, even by Qaths of Allegiance, if that be neceffary: Self- 
preſervation is as much a Law to Subjecs, as to the Prince; and he - 
is 25 much ſworn to Govern and Prote& his SubjeRs, - as they are 
& Obey and Defend him; and if the neceſhties of Self-preſervari- 
on abſolye him from his Oath of governing and 'proteQing his 
People; ] defire 'to know, why the fame neceſlity will nor abfolve 
Subjetts from their Oaths to their Prince ? ProteCtion and Allegi- 
ance are not ſo reciprocal, as to be the necefſary Gonditions of 
each other ; that if a' Prince violate his Oath of Governing by Law, 
and inftead of Protecting does Oppreſs his Subjects ,, Subjects 'are 
then freed from their Oath of Allegiance, and may take Arms againti 
their Prince; for tho Prote&ion and Defence are the' Duties of Re- 
htives, of a Prince and his SubjeQs ; yet they are not neceffarily 
ſuch Relative Duties, as that neither 'of them can be- performed 
- unleſs both be. A Prince may govern by Law , and protec his. 
Subjects, and yet in Fatt they deny their Allegiance to him 5 and 
Subjects may pay their Allegiance to their Prince when he Oppreſ- 
ſes them; theſe Duties may be diſtinaly and ſeparately obſerved, 
and therefore do not in their own Nature , .cither infer or deſtroy 
each. other. But Government and Allegiance are fuch Rela- © 
tives, as do mutwo ſe ponere & tellere ; the one cannot ſubſiſt 
without the other : if the Prince can't Goyern , the Subje&t can't 
Obey ; and therefore , as far as he quits his Government, he 
quits their Allegianee, and leaves his Subjects as he does his Crown 
w be poſlefſed by another , and \muſt recover-them both together. 
| | 7 He. 
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| der to Sovertign Powers, Ge: _u3 © 
He may” have aLegal Right to both, but he cannot aQually have, 1 
the Subje&ts Allegiance without the Crown ; nor,can Lo wn pay* : 
him thetr Allegiance, without his being reſtored to the Pofſeflion of 4 
' his Throne, no more than they can abey, when he.can't command ; = ll 
or fubmit, when he has no Power to govern ; or defend his Perſon 2 
and Crown, when he has withdrawn hjs Perſon, and left his Crown. 
This is as certain as any Propoſition in Logich ; and to extend Alle- 
giance beyond the Actual Adminiſtration of Goveznment, is to pre- 
ſerve a Relative without its Correlate-: for when one of the Rela- 
tives is loit, the Relation is deſtroyed, and nothing but the Memory 
of it left. | | 
7thly, Theſe Principles anſwer all the ends of Government, 
both for the ſecurity of the Prince and Subjets, and that is a good 
Argument to believe them true. 

A Prince who is in Poſſeſſion, is ſecured in Poſſeflion by them, (as 
far as any Principles can ſecure him ) againſt all Attempts of his 
Subje&ts, who muſt reverence God's Authority in him ; and ſubmit 
to him without Reſiſtance, though they are ill uſed. | 

They will not indeed ſerve the Revolutions of: Government, ts 
remove one King, and ſet up another ; and if they would, Princes 
might be jealous of them ; for whatever Service they might do them 
at one turn, they might do them as great Differvice at another : 
The Revolutions of Government are not the Subjects Duty, but 
God's Prerogative z and therefore it is not likely chat he has pre- 
ſcribed. any certain Rules or Methods for the overturning and 
changing Government, which he keeps in his own. hands, and 
which when he ſees tic todo it, henever wants ways and means of 
doing. , 

Bur when any Prince is ſetled in the Throne, by what means fo- 
ever it be, theſe Principles put an end to all diſputes of Right and | 
Title, and bind;his Subje&s to him by Duty and Conſcience, ant a \, 
Reverence of God's Authority z- which is . the faſteft hold he. can 
poſſibly have of them for thoſe whom Religion will not bind, no- 
thing but Force can. « Bs 

And therefore theſe are the only Principles which in ſuch Revo- 
lutions can make Government cafie both to.Prince and;People z; and 
if Government muſt he preſerved in alf Revolutions, thole axe the 
beſt Principles which aze moſt for the caſe and ſafety of it. © 
But on the other hand, ſuch; an unmoveable, and unalterable Al- 

_ kegiance, as is thought due only w a Legal Right and Title, and 
2 


. mul} 


muſt be paid to.none, but to a Legal and. Rightſul Prince, ſcrves no 
*ends of Government at all ; but overturns all Government, when 
ſuch a Prince is diſpoſſeſſed of his Throne,..-how long ſoever he con- 
tinue diſpoſſeſſed : And what long Inter-regnums may this occaſion, to - 
the diſſolution of Human Societics? 5 | 

If you fay that this is the beſt Principle.to prevent allRevolutions 
of Government, when it is known, that Subjects are bound in Con- 
ſcience not to ſubqait to any Ilegaland Uſurping Powers z, and this 
is very much for the peace and ſecurity of Human Societies 3 I 
anſwer, : 

1. If this Principle would prevent all Revolutions of Govern- 
ment, it is a demonſtration againſt it, that it is a bad Principle, a 
meer Human Invention, which cannot come from- God. For linge 
God has reſerved to himſelf his Sovereign Prerogative of ei 
Kings, and ſetting up Kings ; fince this. is ſometimes neceſſary for 
the preſervation of the Church, and the deliverance of the Good 
from Oppreſſion and Tyranny, and for the jaſt Puniſhment cither of 
King or People ; it is impoſſible that he ſhould give any ſuch Laws 
to mankind, as ſhall debar him from the exerciſe of this Prerxoga- 
tive, in what way hepleaſes z yet it is certain God cannot make 
Kings, if he cannot oblige Subjects to obey them and that he can- 
not do, if they muſt obey and ſubmit only to Legal Kings. _ 

.. 2, It is evident, That this Principle was either unknown to the - 
World before, ( and that is an argament that it is not the natural 
ſenſe of mankind ), or elſe, That this Principle. cannot prevent the 
Revolutions of Government ; for there have been ſuch Revolu- 
tions in all Ages, and I believe will be to the end of the World. 
3. Since then ſuch Revolutions will happen, ſuch Principles as 
muſt diſſolve Human Societies , when ſuch Revolutions happen, or 
expole the moſt innocent and conſcientious men to the greateſt Suf- 
ferings, without ſerving any good end by them, . cannot be true ;. 
for the end of Government is the Preſervation of Human Societies, 
and therefore that can be no good Principle of Government, which 
in any turn of Aﬀairs, if purſued , muſt diflolve Human So- 
cicties. - | | 7 bk 
.Nor can-that be a true Principle, which at any time obliges ho- 
neſt men toloſe their Lives,their Eftates,their Libetties,in oppoſition 
to the Government of the Nation wherein they live, . when they 
may preſerve them all by Obedience and Submiſſion to the Goyern- 
ment : I-am ſure the Scripture teaches us to ſuffer patiently _w Obe- 
| - dience 
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dience to Government, but not to ſuffer i 

when the very Reaſon of our Obedjence to Goveriimen 
preſervation of Haman Societies,” and that we'our ſelves may enjoy. 
the Bleſſings of Government, it ſeems very ſtrange to extend th's 


Duty to the overthrow of Human Societies, 'and to deny our ſelves* - 
the Security and the Blulings of Gevernment 3 which is*to extend - 


a Duty to ſuch caſes, as contradi the only Reaſon, whercon that 
Duty. is founded, | | | f 

It is true, we muſt in all caſes be contented to ſuffer in doing our 
Duty.; for we muſt chuſe rather to ſuffer than to fin; and it is no 
Argument that any thing ceafes to be my Duty, becauſe it expoſes 
me to Suffering: But then we muſt be very ſure that it is our Duty ; 
that it is expreſly enjoyned us by the Laws of God or Nature, before 
we venture to ſuffer for it : But when we are to learn our Duty, 
not from any expreſs Law of God or Nature, but from the Rea- 


ſon and Nature of things, it is a ſufficient Argument, that is not - 


my Duty, which will expoſe me to great Sufferings, without ſerving 
any good. end ;- nay, which expoſes me to Sufferings, for contraditt- 
ing the natural end and intention of that Duty, for which I pretend 
NY An F; | | 

let us grant thit this Principle is the beſt Security to the 


» 4 


4. But 


Rights of Princes is the Right of any Prince fo Sacred as to ſtand 


in competition with the very being of Human Societies, and the 
| Gafety and preſervation of all his Subje&s'? And muſt we then de- 
fend a:Prince's Right, with the deſtruction of the Nation, and the 
Ruin of -all his Subjes? Which is moſt neceſſary, That the Nati- 
on ſhould be governed, or, That ſuch a Prince ſhould govern it ? 


And if he be driven out of his Kingdoms, and cannot govern, muti | 


we then have no Government ? Or how ſhall the Nation be govern- 
ed, if Subjedts are bound in conſcience to obey, and pay Allegiance 
to no ofher Prince #7, This is to make af} mankind the Slaves and: 


Properties of Princes. ; as" if all men were made for Princes, not:- - 


Princes for the government'of men. - -- | 
* This, I think, is abundantly ſufficient to juſtife our Obzdience 
and Allegiance to the preſent Powers, though it ſhould at any time 
happen, that the Legal and Rightful Prince ſhould loſe his Throne. 
_ But there is 4 gg prejacier againſtall this; for fo I call it, ra- 
ther than an. Objection ; tor there i5ns Argumentiinit, rior can it be 
formed into an Argument 3/2. that this will equally fſerveallRevo- 
lations of Government, whatever they be; ' Upon thele Principles we 
hs | might 
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under that. Uurpation, the Loyal Nobility, "Gentry, and Clergy, 
thought theraſelves bound in Conſcience to oppoſe that Vines 
at- their utmoſt peril 3 And ſhall'we Arraign them all, as relifting 
God's Ordinance by-their oppoſition to: thoſe Ufurped Powers, a 
cheir attempts to reſtore their King, to his Throne ? | 
This, as'I obſerved, is a great prejudice, but no Argument, 
:for if theſe Principles be true, and according to theſe Principles 


they might have complied with thoſe Uſurpations 3 that they id 


not, is no confutation of them. | 

© But yer, -I Gappoſe, all Mcn (ce a vaſt difference between theſe 
-two Caſes:; it -is evident thoſe Loyal perſons, both of the Clergy 
and Laity, who ſuffered in the former Cauſe, and have now com- 
plied with the preſent Government, think there is a vaſt difference 
between themz and muſt think themſelves more reproached and 
injured by ſuch a Compariſon, than by ſuch Principles as juſtify . 
their preſent compliance: And the great Body of the Nobility, 
Gentry, and Clergy, "who have ſworn Allegiance to their preſent 


Majeſties, would take it very ill to be- thought leſs Loyal than thoſe 


were, who ſuffered for King Charles I. aud IT. under 'thoſe Uſar- 
pers ;/ and therefore they alſo muſt apprehend a vaſt difference be- 
tween theſe two caſes., - DNS ws: 

- But what is it that makes this difference? If you will 'allyw the 
ſuppoſition, That the Rightful - King is diſpoſſeſſed ; "and that in 
ſuch a cafe it is lawful to comply with any. Governthent, which be-' 


comes the ſecled Government of the Nation. | 


-Janſwer; The difference is very great upon all accounts ; and 
that no man may wonder at. the obltinate Loyalty of thoſe days, 


and the eaſie and: ready compliances now, ( from ' whence fome 


- -men conclude a renounciag the. Principles of the old Church-of- 


England-Loyalty, to the great ſcandal of Religion), I ſhall ſhow 
the difference upon many accounts.z and all together wilt be more 
than anſwer enough, | 
i. Firft then, The great Villanies of thoſe days, in an .open and 
bare-fac'd Rebellion, perſiſted, in. aftex the molt Gracious Offers 
and Condeſfcentions z and in the- Barbarous Murder of one of the 
Beſt Princes in the World, was enqugh to prejudice wile and good 


men, againſt all compliances, though-they bad been lawful';' for 


whothat could pollibly avoid it, would fabmit to ſuch men ? *, 
of 2» 1 Ne 
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2+ The barbarous Ufage the King's Faiends met with, made a 
- Submiſſion and Compliance uſeleſs and impoſſible [Thoſe who had 


fought for their King or expreſſed any diſlike of thoſe Proceedings 


whom-they had any jealouſie or ſuſpicion of, or whoſe Eſtates: they 


had a mind to poſſeſs themſelves: of, were plundered, ſequeſired, - 


impriſoned, forced to {culk and hide at home, or flie abroad, to 
preſerve their Lives and Liberties, _ | 
3+ Biſhops, Deans, and Prebendaries were turned out, and their 


Lands and Revenues ſold ; the Loyal Clergy were. Malignants for - 


what they had done ; and had no way to keep their Livings, elpeci- 
ally if they were of any Value, but by renouncing the Cine of 


England; as well as by Submiſſion -to that, Government, which 1 


believe, notwithſtanding their ready compliance in taking the Oaths, 


the Clergy at this day would more. univerſally have retuſed, than . 


they did then. 


4thly, Another dificulty was, That. the whole Government both + 
of Church and State was overturned, which was the Fundamental i 


Conſtitution of the Nation : The King was - not. only Murdered, 
and the Rightful Heir driven out of. the Land, but the Monarchy 


it/elf was deſtroyed, and neither King, Lords, nor.Commons, left z 
but a few of. the Houſe: of Commens, who by Force and: Power - 
had turned the reſt out of doors, undertook to govern all, in the. 

ach an Invaſion en... 
cir Countrey, ( which are. as ſacred . 


name of the Commons of England , which was 
the Rights and Liberties of- h | 
as the Rights of the King ), as required the utmoſt oppoſition that 


*ogld be made. And it may: be, if it: be well conſidered, the. De-- 
fence,of Monarchy, and the Rights and Prerogatives of the Crown, . 
will appear a very. material part of the Oath -of Allegiance, which . 
may bind Subjects when the Perſqgn of the King is changed 3 and- 
may make them think themſelves more obliged to reftore ſuch a 
Prince, , when they. cannot reſtore Monarchy, and the Ancicnt Laws - 


and: Government..of the Nation without him. 


5- And morcover itis plain, That their Government was never-- 


ſetled ; it was frequently changed, and new modelled, which was 
no Argument of Settlement z and which is more than that, they had 
not a National Conſent and Submiſſion. . 


Men, who were forccd, ſubmicted to force z butthe Nation did not : 

- by any National Act ever own them for I think the Rump-Parliament,.. 
- who: were the Uſurpers themſelves or ſome little-packt.Couventicles,- 
—_ the Repreſentatives of ov . 


rather than Parliaments, could not bc 
Nation.. | 
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r 0 he truchlike the Caſe which Biſop OveraVs Convece 
*t5on-Book mentions "in relation to Antioch, who had by force kep 
the Fews in ion_ for ſome years; and* yet when *Maita:bias 


took Arms in'defence of their Religion, rhey juſtify this Aion by 
'faying, That the' Goverriment* of Antiochus was not 'ſetled among 
them, cither by Submiſſin or Contineance ; that is, tho People were 
torced to ſubmit to Power , his. Government was not owned by any 
Piblick; National Submiffioh ;'and in fuchCaſesa long continuance 


4s required to' (ettle a'Govermment ; - whereas a National Sabmiffion 


ſettles a Government in a ſhort" time;as we may-conclude from whit 
th:y tell us of the Settlement of Mexander's Government among the 
' Jews, who was but a very little while with-them'; but Faddus the 
High-Prieft , and the Governing-part' of the Nation "ſubmitting to 
him ; this Tetted his-Governitnient tn a'few days. © 
This ſhows how unlike all this was to our preſent Cafe'in' every 
particular ; that thoſe who thonght it their Duty never to ſabmit 
- to that wicked Uſurpation, dre now fatisficed, they may ſubmit with 
a good Conſcience to their preſent Majeſties. WE 
In our preſent Caſe, all things are quite” contrary to what 'they 
were in the former ; every thing'concurred to make-the Nation fond 
" of ſuch'a Change, and very eaſy under,it, ' LR 0. 


T 
© of 


King Fames, more,I hope, by following ill Counſels;thanby his'own 


' Inclination, had effeQually removed all Prejudices and Objefions 
' againſt ſach a Revolution, excepting the Obligations of Dury and 
Conſcience. To LE EO OT SOT, 
__*Inthe late times of Rebellion and Ufarpation -all the Friends of 
Monarchy, and of the Engliſh Government; and of- the Church of 
England, and of the Liberties of their Country, andof their own Ho- 
nours and Fortunes, were bound in Intereſt to take all Opportunities 
-* to'reſtore the King In our late Revolution, the very fame Reaſons 
and Intereſts difpofed all Men to be very well contented'to' part with 
their King, if they had known how to do it honeſtly; for the Con- 
tinuance of his Government, by the bold Steps,” and 'extraordi ary 
Methods he had taken, gave them great Apprehenſions'that all theſe 
were in danger, even the Rights and Prerogatives of the Crown it 
ſelf (the preſervation of which was a main end of the Oath of Alle- 
giance) by his Submiſſion to the See of Rome, and rejedting the Nath 
of $ , and as far as he could, abſolving his Subjects from it ; 
and yet in that Oath alone, we Swear to the Lawfil Succeffor, in Op- 
—_— to the pretences of the Biſhop of Rome, to depolſe, and ſet up 
ings at pleaſure,for the Service of the Church, - This 


. : b 


| due t0 Soverenn Powers, 8&2; 

This helpt ſome Men eaſily-to abſolve themſelves from the 
Obligation of their Oaths; for they could not think, that Oaths, 
which were made and impoſed for the Preſervation of a Prote- 
fant Prince, and the Proteſtant Rights and Liberties of Church 
and State, could oblige them to defend and maintain a Prince 
in his Uſurpations, as they thought, on both. _ 

This made his Subjes, and even his Army deſert his Service, 
when the Prince came with: a Foreign Force ; and this made it 
neceſſary for him to leave the Kingdom, and to leave his Subjets 
in the Hands of the Prince ;- which made an eafie way for the 
Prince to be placed on the Throne. 

Now not to diſpute the legality of allthis, here was nothing 
ſo formidable, as to prejudice an honeſt Man againſt ſubmiſſion 
and;compliance, as there was in the late times of Rebellion; no- 


- thing that could reaſonably hinder a comtpliance, but an Opini- 


on, that we mult never pay Allegiance to any buta Legal King; 
and poſſibly had that Point been waved; ne Proteſtant would 
have diſputed a quiet and chearful ſubmiſſion to the Govern- 


ment. 

Tofight againſt a King, and not to fight for him, Ithink are 
two very different things ; and when Kings make it impoſlible 
to fight for them, without fighting againſt the Religion and Li- 
berties of our Country, they may thank themſelves, if their Sub- 


' Jes cannot defend them. This 1s a dangerous ſtate Princes 


bring themſelves into, eſpecially where there are different Per- 
ſaafions in a Nation : when ſome Men think, they may lawfully 
defend their Religion and Liberties againſt the Uſurpations of 
their Prince; and others think, they are not bound to defend 
and maintain their Prince in his illegal Uſurpations on their Re- 
hgiqn and Liberties ; for a litcle oppoſition without any defence 
will-quickly ruin any Prince. To take a Crown from a Prince, 
and his Liberty and Life with it, and to ſuffer him to leave his 
Crown if he pleaſes, and to deſert his Government, are two 
very different things. | 

I cannot indeed think {neither do I believe, that any body elſe 
does) that for a King to leave his Crown and Government in a 
fright 1s 1n all caſes neceſlarily to be interpreted ſuch an Abdica- 
tion as 15 equwalent to a voluntary Reſignation ; whereby he re- 
nounces all futureRight and Claim to it. But if he have re» 
duced himſelf ro ſuch a Rate, that he is forced for his own pre- 
_ | H | fervation 
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that in ſome fence- he leaves his -Throne- vacant too; that is; 
there is no body in it, no body ..in the atual Adminiſtration of 
the Government. - E < 

Thus far I think Sabj2&ts .may be very guileleſs, who do 
not drive the King away, but only ſuffer him quietly to eſcape 
out of- his Kingdoms; for this is no Rebellion, no Reſiſtance, but 
only Non- Aſiſfance, which may be very innocent : for there are 


. ſome caſes, whereinSubjeRs are not bound to afliſt their Prince 


and if ever there were ſuch a caſe, this was it. 

What then ſhall Subje&ts do, when the King is gone, and the 
Government Diſlolved, thz People lefe in the Hands of another 
Prince, wichout any Reaſon, or any Authority, or any formed 
Power, to oppoſe him ? The Government muſt be Adminiſtred - 
by ſome body, unleſs we can be contented, that the Rabble 
ſhould Govern. = Rn 

- But I ſhall not meddle with that Interval, between the going 
away of the King, and the Prince's coming tothe Throne ; bur 
only cofider him as placed in the Throne, and ſettled there. And 
now we can find no alteration in the Ancient Goverment of the 
Nation, but only the exchange of Perſons ; and all things concur 
to make this a very advantageous»and acceptable Change, ex- 
cepting ſuch difficulties, as uſually accompany ſuch Revolutions. 

The Monarchy is the ſame ſtill, and the Three Eftates of the Na- 


tion the ſame - the Church of Ergland, and the Laws and Liber- 


ties of the Nation ſecured; and no proſpedt of ſecuring them by 
any other means: ſo that here is nothing to prejudice any Man - 


- againſt the preſent Government, or to make the Reſtoration of 


the diſpoſſeiſed Prince necellary, as there was in the late Uſur- 
pation, but only a miſtaken Notion of Allegiance to that Prince, 
whom we ſuppoſe to have the legal Right though he be diſpol- - 
ſeſſed, and another Eſtabliſhed in his Throne ; which I have - 
alreadly proved to bs a miſtake. : 

But not to diſpute the legal Right (which is nothing to my pre- 
ſent purpole) here is a ſettled Government, which was not in the 
former Caſe. : 

Their preſent Majefties are 1n the full Poſſeflion of the Throne; 
and Adminiſtration of the Government by a National ſubmiffi- 
on and conſent ; for though ſome Men diſputs, whether.a Con- 
vention of the Eſtates,” not. called. by the Kings Writ be a-legal 
Patliament, 
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ſervation to leave. his Kingdom and Government ; it is plain, 
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due to Sovereign Powers, 8c. F1 
Parliament, yer all Men muſt confeſs, that they are the Repreſen- 
ratives of the Nation ; or elſe a Nation can have no Repreſenta- 
tives, when it has no Kingjn the Throne, or when there is any 
diſpute about the Title to the Crown. | £15 
"A > Now, though this might be improved farther, I ſhall content 
any * my ſelf only to fay ; that the conſent and ſubmiſſion of the Con- 
vention,- eſpecially when confirmed by ſubſequent Parhaments, 
1s a National AR, and makes a Settlement of the Government, 
eſpecially fince the generality” of the Nation have fo willingly 
and chearfully, ſubmitted, and bound their Allegiance by Oath; 
- which 1s a very different thing from ſubmitting ro mere force, 
when the inclination of the Nation ſtands bent another way; 
waen there 1s nothing but mere force, it may admit ſome diſpure, 
when the Government 1s ſettled ; but though in ſome cafes, it 
may be hard to determine, whei: the Government is ſo ſettled, 
as to make Allegiance due; this 1s no reaſon to deny Allegiance, 
«when there 15s a viflible-Sertlement. If this be not a ſettled Go- 
- vernment, I know not wl:at is; Tam ſure, we have reaſon to 
ray for the continuance of it; when nothing can unſettle it, 
be ſuch a Power, as will overturn our Religion and Liberties 
with it. It is indeed commonly ſaid, as I obſerved before, that 
the ſubmiſſion of the People without the ſubmiflion of the 
Prince, cannot transfer the Government ; by which they may 
mean the legal Righe of Government: Now to avoidunneceſ- 
ſary Diſputes, ſuppoſe this were true ; yet the ſubmiſlion of the 
People, when their Prince has left them, if it cannot give a legal 
Right to another Prince, yet it may give an aRual Settlement to 
him ; and that is all we are enquiring after. This I think 1s a 
d[ 4 ſufficient anſwer to that odious Compariſon between the late 
Utfu ns, and this preſent Revolution, 
I 


which many, who refuſe the Oaths, place grout conhdence in 
and that is from the Laws of the Land : In all ſuch caſes as theſe, 
the Laws, they ſay, are the meaſure of our Duty, and the Rule 
of Conſcience, and therefore we muſt own no King, but whom 
the Law owns to be King ; that is, in an Hereditary Monarchy, 
the right Heir: and to pay and {wear Allegiance to _ other 
Prince, though poſſeſſed of the Throne, when the rightful Kmg 
is diſpoſſeſſzd, or the right Heir living, 15 contrary to our duty to 


God, - becauſe contrary to the Laws of che Land. 
H 2 1.In 


rpatio | 
ſhall conclude the whole with anſwering an ObjeQion, Object. . 


52 
Anſw. - 


The - Caſe" of the Allegiance "Z, Þ 


- - 1. In anſverto this I conſider; this is no real ObjeRion againſt 


any thing, I have ſaid; but all that I have ſaid, if itprove true, 
1s a ſufficient anſwer tothis : The Laws of the Land are the Rule 
of Conſcience, when they do not contradi&t the Laws of God: 
but when they do, they are no Rule to us; but their obligation 
muſt give place to a Divine Authority. Suppole then there were 


an expreſs Law, that the Subje&s of England ſhould own no 
- King, but the right Heir; and notwithſtanding this Law: (as it 
© will ſometimes h4ppen, and has often happened in England) a 


Prince who is not the right Heir, ſhould get into the Throne, 
and ſettle himſelf there: If the: Divine Law in ſuch a caſe; com- 
mands us to pay all the obedience and duty of Subjeas, to a 
Prince in the actual Pofſeflion of the Throne, and the Law 
of the Land forbids it, which muſt we obey, the Law of God, or 
the Law of the Land ? This, 1 think 1s no diſpute; and therefore 
it isin'vain tourge the Laws of the Land in any caſe, where we 
are under a Superior Authority ; let them firſt provethat no Kin 
is ſet up by God againſt the Laws of the Land ; and then I will 
= ar 3-4 we muſt own none but legal Kings, for we muſt own 
no Kings, whom God does not make, and who have not Gods 
Authority. FT ; mc 55.4 

2. The BEwlh Monarchy is Hereditary, and the lineal Heir 
has the legal Right to the Crown ; grant this-: but ſtill we muſt 
conlider, | far this is a Law to all private Subjes ; how far 
every Subject is bound in Conſcience by this Conſtitution, togive 
the Polſeffion of the Crown to rhe right Heir, and not to ſuffer 
anyone elſe rotake it; or if he do, nor to pay Allegiance to him, 
or own him for his King. What Law isthere, that ſays this ?. And 


I think, the reaſon of the thing does not prove it. The Law does 


not refer the Cognizance of ſuch matters to private Subjes ; and 
therefore they are not by Law bound to take care of it, and I know 
nothing but Law- can -bind us to. a legal Conſtitution. Legal © 
Rights muſt be determined by a legal Authority ; and thers,is no 
Authority can take Cognizance of- the Titles and Claims of 
Princes, and: the diſpoſal of the Crown, but the E/ates of the 
Realm: They indeed are obliged to take notice of the legal 
Deſcent: of the Crown, and if through miſtake or any other 


' cauſe,, they ſet the Crown upon a wrong Head, they muſt an- 


iwer for it ; -byt private Subjes, who have no legal Cognizance 
of the matter, ares bound by no Law, that I know of, to ow 
a 83 


no 
# % 
$$] 1 


_ the Rip 


due to Sovereign. Powers, &c-- | 
a King, whom the Ef ates have owned, though they ſhould think 
ht is it another. If Authority may not over-rule private 
Subjeas in theſe caſes, even againſt their own private Opinions, 
and juſtifie their Obedience to a King, who is placed in the 
Throne, SubjeRts are 1n a very il caſe, who have no Authority 
to Judge, and no Power to Reſiſt: There are numerous caſes, 
wherein Subjects muſt acquieſce in the determinations of a legal 
Authority againſt what they think a legal Right: the reaſon” 
and neceffities of Government require it; and the Law, which 
gives a Right, will not allow us to vindicate our Right againſt a 
legal Authority. And therefore it does not follow merely from 
the Law of Succeflion, that SubjeRts are bound i Conſcience to own. 
no King, whois not the rightful Heir: And Duty and Conſct- 
ny in Obedience to Laws, 15 the only thing I am now inquiring 
after, FS IH 
3. Tho I have not skill enough in Law, to know certainly 
what our Conſtitution allows in this point ; yet it is the declared 
Judgment of ſome of the beſt Lawyers of former days, and ſo 
far as I can learn, the moſt common and prevailing Opinion 
ſtill, That our Laws do allow and require Allegiance to a King. 
de fatto, who 15 in Poſieflion of che Throne withour a legal Right. 
And this they have done in the Reigns of legal pro | rightful 
Kings, as my Lord Ch, Fuff. Coke, the Judges in Bagget's Caſe, 
my. Lord Ch. Fuft. Hales, my Lord Ch. Fuft. Bridgman in the Try- 
al of the Regicides, in Anſwer to Cook's Plea; who allowed the 
Law, but would not allow his Caſe to be within the purview 
of tt, Now when the Diſpute is. meerly about the Senſe of the 
'Law, to judge rightly of which, requires ſome skitl in Law, and 
a great deal more than I can pretend to; Which is the ſafeſt 
way to reſolve my Conſcience ? Whether to adhere to my own 
Judgment, againſt the Judgments and' Opinions'of the ableſt 
Judges and Lawyers? or to rely on their Judgments ( when 
learned Men generally agree in it) tho I do noc comprehend 
the Reaſons of their Opinions ? . 
In moral and natural Duties, which every Man may and mutt 
underſtand for himſelf, the Caſe is different ; we muſt not there 


rely wholly upon Authority, eſpecially not againſt the Reaſon 


and Sentiments of our own: Minds, tho Authority 15-44 that Caſe 
of great uſe to over-rule meer Doubrs and Scruples ; but when 


the Caſe of Conſcience is a meer Point of Law, and we _ 
clude 


The Cofe of the Allegiance 


clude that to be our Duty which the Law determines, I am of 


LY 


. Opinion, That Judges and learned Lawyers, eſpecially when 


they have determined. the macter without any Byaſs on them, 
or any proſpect of our preſent Afﬀairs, are the beſt Caſuifts, be- 
cauſe they underſtand the Law beſt. 
That we muſt obey and ſubmit to our Prince, is a Duty which 
the Laws of God and Nature enjoyn; and we muſt not ſuffec 
any Man, be he Lawyer or Divine, to perſuade us, that th's 1; 
not our Duty: but what Prince we mult obey, and to what par- 


| ticular Prince we muſt pay our Allegiance, the Law of God doe; 


not cell us, but this we muſt learn from che Laws of the Land. 
Here is a Queſtion then ariſes, Whether the Subjets of England 
when ſuch a Caſe happens) muſt pay their Allegiance to the 
King de jure, who is diſpoſſeſſed of his Throne, or to the Kin 

de fafto, who is poſlefſed of it without a legal Right? Now wil 
theſe Men, who ground their Diſſent upon the Laws of the 


' Land, abide by the Deciſion of the Law ? If they will net, Why 


do they inſiſt on it, and urge it, as an unanſ{werable Obje&ion ? 
If they will, Who muſt judge of che Senſe of the Law, and from 
whotn muſt they learn it? for: every one is not a competent 
Judge of this matter, tho he thinks he very well anderſtands the 
Grammatical Senſe and ConſtruQion of Words.: And is it_not 
moſt reaſonable to think that to be the Senſe of che Law, which 
learned Judges and Lawyers have agreed 1s the Senſe of it? Is it 
not reaſonable to take that to be the Senſe of the Law, which has 
been the Senſe. of Weſt:nmſter-Hall, and is like to be fo again, if 
we think fit ta try it? | | 

I do not think:ic ſo dangerous to miſtake in a human Law, as 
in natural or divine Laws; our Obligation to obey human Laws, 
is that Obedience which is due to Government, and then what- 
ever we apprehend the Sznſe of the. Law to be, we muſt not pre- 
tend to obey human Laws in our Senſe, in oppoſition to Govern» 
ment: if we miſtake with Authority, and obey the Law in that 
Senſe which has been allowed in all Reigns, even of the moſt 
rightful Kings, we are ſafe in Conſcience : And he who will ad- 


- vance another Senſe of the Law, upon confidence of his own 


private Judgment, and venture his Eſtate and Fortune, his Liber- 
ty and Life on it, I think does neither .wiſely for himſelf, nor 
pays that deference he pretends to Government. 


But 


P ws 0 , ; _—_ 
due to Sovereign Powers, 8c. 55 

But here is an Oath concerned, and danger of Perjury, if 
having (worn Allegiance to K. Fames while he 1s living, we ſwear 
away our Allegiance from him to K. William and Q. Mary : but | 
I ſuppoſe legal Oaths muſt be expounded by the Laws; and if by _ 
- the Law of the Land Allegiance to K. Fr ceaſes, as being 
out of Poſſ:flion, our Oath can oblige us no longer ; and if by 
the Law of the Land we owe Allegiance to K.JViliam and Q.Mary 
as in Poſſzflion of the Throne, then we may, and ought, to 
ſwear Allegiance to them : and this being a point of Law, muſt 
be decided by the proper Judges of it; for, if we keep an Oath 
when the Law does not allow it, and refuſe an Oath when the 
Law requires it, we tranſgreſs the Law. And this is not the 
only legal Oath, wherein Men govern themſclves by Judgments 
of Law, I am ſure as much, and [ think more plainly againſt the 
expreſs Words of the Law, than can be pretended in the Oath 
of Allegiance; I mean the Oath of Simony, in which Men ſwear 
in as general Words as can be thought of, againſt all Bargains or 
Contracts, either dire&ly or indirectly, for the obtaining ſuch a 
Living, or Spiritual Preferment; and yet.make no Scruple of any 
ſuch Contracts, as are not adjudged Simony in Weſtminſfter-Hall, 
tho they ſeem included in thoſe general Words. And if we will 
not allow it to be a ſafe Rule of Conſcience to obey Laws, and 
to take legal Oaths, in that Senſe which Courts of Juſtice, or 
learned Judges and Lawyers give of them, tho we mult abide by 
their Judgments when it comes to be tryed whether we have bro- 
ken or kept theſe Laws; Subjects are in an ill Condition both 
with reſpect to their Conſciences, their Lives, and Eſtates. 

This might very well ſerve in Anſwer to ths Argument from 
Law; for ut 15 acknowledged, That there is great Authority for 
our:Allegiance to a King de fat#o, when the King de jare is dif- 
polleſſed : but I have a mind to conſider this matter a lictle farther. 

There is a Book lately Printed, Entituled, The Caſe of Allegi- The Gl 
ance to 8 King in Poſſeſſion : The learned Author has taken a great | ps 4 
deal of pains in confidering our Statutes and Hiſtories ; and his ance, 4 
Defign is to prove, that my L. Cb. Fa#. Coke was miſtaken in 
his Opinion, That the Statute of Treaſon 25 Ed. 3. C. 2. « to be 
underftood of a King in Poſſeſſion of the Crown and Kingdom ; -for if 
there be a King regnant in Poſſeſſion, tho he be Rex de facto, & non 
de jure, yet be « Seignior le Roy within the Purveiw of this Sta- 
tute; and the other that bath Right, and is out of Poſſeſſion, # = 
within 


P.-8. 


| "The Caſe of the Allegimice 


"within the 4F. Tt is too _—_ Book to be particularly anfiver- 
. edhere; but as.I apprehend, 
- fon right. upon matters of. Fa&; and ſome of his fundamental - 


is Fault is, that he does not-rea- 


Miſtakes may be anſwered in a ſmall compaſs: and I chooſe the 
rather to do it, becauſe they are the very fame Miſtakes that 
impoſed upon me for ſome time. y | | 
Our Author thinks, It would ſeem a wery odd Rueſtion for any 
to ark, touching the Laws that are made in any ſetthd Monarchy 


| for the Defence of the King's Perſon, Crown, and Dignity, who 


meant by the King in thoſe Laws? the lawful and rightful King of that 


- Realm, or any-ene that gets into the Poſſeſſion of the Throne, tho he be 


not a rightful. King, but a Uſurper ? 

Now this ſeems to me no odd Queſtion at all ; for when the 
Law only mentions the King, and the Law-makers certainly knew 
that Kings wichout a legal Right do often aſcend the Throne if 
they had intznded to except all ſuch Ulſurpers, they ſhould have - 
faid ſo: for a King de fa#o, as the Ch. Juſt. aſſerts, is Seignior le 
Roy, or King; and there is no other King but he: for King fig- 
nifies that Perſon who has the Supreme Government in the Na- 
tion; A King de fa#o is he who actually has the Government ; 
that 15, who is actually King; a King de jure, as oppoſed to a 
King de fa&o, is he who of Right ſhould have the Government, 
bur has it not ; that is, who of Right ſhould be King, but is not: 
and the Statute of Treaſon tells us what is Treaſon againſt him 


who is King, not againſt him who ſhould be, but is noe King. 


Bur he proves, this Statute can-intend only a King de jure, be- 
cauſe tt makes it Treaſon to kill the King's eldeſt Son, to vie- 
late the Queen, or the Prince's Wife, or the King's eldeſt Daugh- 
ter, all which, 1s to fecure the Succeflion to the Crown, and 
therefore cannot concern an Uſurper, who has no Righe him- 
ſelf, and therefore his Heirs have no Right to Sueceflion ; and 
we cannot ſuppoſe that the Law ſhould take care to ſecure the 
Succeſlion to the Poſterity of an Ulſurper. 4 

But this is no Argument to me; for the Law looks upon the 
Crown as Hereditary, and the Change of the Perſon or Royal 
Family, does not make the Crown ceaſe to be Hereditary; and 
therefore whoever has Poffeflion of the Crown, has an heredita- 
ry Crown, and leaves it to his Heirs, as long as they can keep x; 
as is plain from the Example of the three Henries, who ſucceed- 


ed cach other. And this is Reaſon enough, why the Law ſhould 


make 


qule no diferenc opoaths _ ber 4 King & fats 


KF fin he OOnS. ns 2M ah 
tal Confticution ? ave. Ohd yo * al Authority, and the Jr of 


he #s, lawful and ri But 
—_—_ res he £2 this this ich ers py Th 


oe i Conlti, I take to bean hered itary Monarchy; n 
the*Monarchy ſhould continue always in fach a Faonily 
for, Day may fail, or may be change by Conqueſts or Uſarpati- 
ons, as has often been, and the Conſticution continue. The 
moſt that can be ſaid is, that when any particulir Family, by the 
Providence of God, and the Conſent and Submiffion's the Peo- 
is placed in the Throne, of Righe the C_ ought to de- 
Pg to the: Heis of that Family : but ſuppoſe it does noe, muſt 
wepay Allegiance to no other Perſon,cho poſſeſſed of the Throne? 
| Lot him ſh&w'me that fundamental Conſtitution, for a meer He- 
reditary Monarchy does not prove it; and.according to the Judg- 
ment of the beſt tay LO of the R's require the con- 
trary, that we mu feet egiance to is actually 
= not to him wh ought by have been but 'is not 
to. think to confute this by «pretending the fundamental 
Coniticurion © of an Heredit my Fexguencrar 15 to take that' for 
granted. which onght to have been proved 

_ Tho Qpeion i5'not, Whether the Monarchy be Hereditary, 
that is agreed; but whether in an Hereditary Monarchy we muſt 
pay. Allegiance to no Prince who is not the legal Heir, thopoſ- 
Throne ; This the Lawyers deny, and produce Law 
{ded and ifthere be ſuch Laws, ME ho a9 vo pay 


toa King 
Alloganee it : joanerny br. the Law, 
and than' it 


Sanionon, 5 n Hereditary 
w ich makes one, allows and bead eras the oth er; and 
is an Hereditary Monarchy with: this reſerve ; of paying All 
anc0 to s King 1 in Pc , When the legal Heir cannot 


"ad che 1 rake to be a very wiſe Conſtitution, which ſecures 
the King 's Right, as far as Law can doit ; bar the Kin ſhould 
ed of his Right (which the Exp ' Ages 

proves h op may be.) does not ww fit, & | the Gonemmor 


38 2Þ>o Te Gee M2giee : 
rity op the Government _ of -Subje&ts under the Regnant 


| -of . Government. re- 


P. 9. 


vw Poſſeſſion himſelf; cannot be guil 
in Poſſeſſror himſelf; cannot be geil 
for what he does Gor fo Poſſeſſion ag aint a King out Pb 


aKing de jure, are Treaſon>when committed againſt a King 
4 J Fl ; \. . - ". - , g 
ſay they, becauſe A is due to him, buc 

ainſt the Order of Gov | 


th preſamed Corlen 


povany 


— dut ts Sovomeipn Powets, &c. $& 
with his Authority ; for if he have no Authority of his own, un- 
leſs che preſumed Confent of the King de Jjurggive him Anthori- 
ty, ic cannot make any treafonable Act done againſt him to be 
Treaſon ;. for it cannot alterthe nature of things, nor maks me 
guilty of Treaſon againſt any Perſon, to whom I owe no Duty 
and Allegiance. And if the preſumed Conſent of the King de 
jure inveſts the ming 3 fafo with his Authority, it muſt transfer 
the Allegiance of Subjets too ; and then Subjets are as ſafe in 
Conſcience, as if the King de jure were on the Throne ; for 
ſeems there is his Authority and Confent, though not his Perſon. 
 Burthis is all meer crifling ; che King defaFo has Auchoriey, or. 
norie of-his Adts of Government can have any ; for that which is 
done by a Perſon, who has no Authority can have none; whence 
then has he this Authority, ſince he has no legal Right co che 
Throne? Not from the preſumed Confent of the. King ds jure, 
which is great non-ſenſe to ſuppoſe, but from the Poſkeflion of 
| the Throne, .co which the Law it ſelf, as well as the Principles of 
Reaſon and Religion, have annexed the Authority of Government. 
2. As for the Attainders of Kings de fa#o and their Adherents 
in Parliament, that does not prove that Subjes cannot be guilty 
of Treafor' againſt * King in Poſſeflion, nor that the Statute of | 
Treaſon does not relate to a King in Poſfeflion : for the Statute of 
Treaſon does not relate to the diſputes of Princes,but to the Order 
of Government ; and therefore may relate tos King in Poſſeffion, 
thongh the King himſelf, if he be an Uſurper, when ever the 
rightful King-regains the Poſſeflion of his Throne ; if he: were a 
Subje&t before, may be attainted of Treaſon for his Ulurpation, 
And theſe things are as conſiſtent, as iris totake care of theGo- 
verriment, when ſuch Revolutions happen, and yet to diſcourage 
all ille al Uſurpations. | | REES; | 
And yet the truth is, there is no Argument, to be drawn from 
this ; for whenever there 1s a-Competition for the Crown, there is 
no doubt bur he that prorall, .be he King de {are or de jure, will 
attainit his Rival and all his Adherents : Thus it was between 
Edward IV. and Henry VI. between Richard III. and Her. VII. 
who attainted one another ; and this is no proof, what the Law 
of the Land is,” but, it proves, that. Parliaments have always fa- 
vortd the King in, Folleflion, oe So i on hw 
3. He argues, that if Treaſon lay only againſt.the, King in Poſſeſſi- 
on, whether de jure or no, the Subjefts muſt look upon themſelyes as 
L 3 obliged 


. Chae Yo nd a ES OY OO , de” Ts - pig] Dy gh FRE 0 s n MY Y _—_— po 5 be "Sy 6 ” A. TEFOR, + Yes "ER . 7 1 , - 6k 3, q pa it 
C 7 # ; C S A - S: 
< ; n . - . 
The Caſe of the Mlegiance 


| obliged ,upen pain of High-Treaſon not to admit of any claim of the 


dejure — and yet Richard Dake of York, put in bis claimte 

the Crown in the Parliament 39 H. 6.and it.was received andjallow- 
ed by them. RT RT RET. 

Bat T would fain know what kind of Treaſon this is for a Par- 

liament, ts whom, or to none upon Earth, appeals in ſuch Caſes 

can be made, to receive a Claim to the Crown ? a litthe improve- 


ment of the Argument would make it High-Treaſon, for any of 


the Courts of Weftminſter-Hall to receive a Complaint, and try 
nw a Cauſe againſt the King. 


he had ſaid, -that the Law had allowed Subjeas to fight for 


the King de jure againſt the King in Poſſeflion, this had proved 
his Poiht, that Treaſon does not lie only againſt a King in Poſ- 
feflion ; but there is no ſuch Law as this to be found : It is Trea- 
fon to fight againſt the King, and that, ſays my Lord Coke, isthe 
Kingin Poſſefion, without making any reſerve for the defence 
or re-eftabliſhment of the King de jure, when out of Poſſeflion: 
For. it ſeems the Wiſdom of the Nation -has not yet thought fit to 


' mitke 4 Law to juſtifie Civil Wars when ſuch a Revolution hap- 


pens, with an orderly and national Submiflion. 

Atrappeal to Parliament is a proper way to declare to whom of 
right the Crown belongs, when there 15 a Competition; but 
though ſuch Ufurpations very often occaſion Civil Wars, yet the 
n of Government requires, that the Law ſhould always be 


. onthe fide of the King in Poſleflion, and then it can never jufti- 


P. 12, 13. 
&c. 


fie any Man in fighting againſt him- 

- + His next Argument 1s, that if Treaſon lay only againſt a King 
in Poſſeſſion, then the Law in other regards would Took upon the Ring 
in Poſſeſſion, as having the dignity and honor of a King, whereas he 


obſerves 1. That che Law, -where it conſiders them as Uſurpers, does 


hardly vouchſafe that the name of King; for in the Statute 1. Ed, IV. 
Henry IV. is called Henry Eart of Derby, and the Henries arecall'd 
etenſed Kings; and Kings indeed, and not of right : But he has an- 
wered this himfelf, chat our Law allows them the name of Kings, 
with regard to their: having the Execution of' the Kingly Office ; that 
3s, our Laws do not allow thoſe to be legal Kings who have no 
tegal Title, bur yet allow them to be Kings as exercifing the Re- 
al Power, and what would he have more unleſs our Laws ſhould. 
k non-ſenſe? And yet he ſhould remember that £9. IV. 
after this had as hard words from H. VI. Parliament asthe Hewries 
had from' Edward the Fourth's. _ 
2. H 
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2. He obſerves, that the Law does not look upon the Atts of Go" 
vernment done by a King in Poſſeſſion, if an Uſsrper, as valid and: aur 
tboritative in themſelves, becauſe they have, wn confirmed. by 
Subſequent Kings; and yet he himſelf confeſſes, 
not been invalid without ſuch a Confirmation, but - nor: upon ac- 
aountof any Authority'in theſe Kings bug upon account of the neceſſity of 
Government, '\and the preſumed Conſent of the Kings de jure excluded 
from their right. But if theſe Kings have.no Authority, I know 
not how their A&s ſhould be authoritative ; he ought to have 
ſaid,thatthe neceflity of Government gives Authority to ſuchKings 
and their Ads without a legal Title, and that had been Senſe; 
but this and the preſumed Conſent has been conſidered already. 

But he has made an untoward Obje&ion againſt this him(elE, 
that the As of Parliament made by Hen.IV,V,VL,were not confirmed 
by the Parliament 1 Ed. IV. and yet are good Laws ſtill; and his 
anſwer to it is very lame, that ſome of their Acts of Parliament 
are confirmed there, viz.. An A# for Founding any Abbies or Religi- 
ous Houſes, &c. but this ſeems to be proce. cautela; for the 
ſame Reaſon, that the Univerſities and other Religious:Founde- ' 
tions renew their Charters in ſeveral Princes Reigns, though con- 
firmed by A& of Parliament ; which does not ſuppoſe, that they 
thought their former Charters invalid, but for their greater ſecu- 
'y Eire the Confirmation of the preſent Powers : bw when all 
publick Acts made by Parliaments called by Kings de LTD are . 
receiv'd and own'd for good Laws without any new Confirmation;: 
that is proof enough, that they thought]the Authority ſufficienty- 
whereby they were made, though the King had not a legal Right. 

Bue yet let me add, that had it been the conſtant and univerſal 
PraRtice for the Kings de jure,when they return'd to their Crowns, 
ro confirm all the judicial As, Grants, Statutes, &c. of the Kings 
de fatto, this had been evidence enough, that the Neceflities ob- 
- Government require, that all the Ads of Kings de fa#o ſhould. 


that--they had P. 14. 


be valid ; for that is the only Reaſon why they are confirmed by-p. 15. 


a legal Authority ; becauſe it is neceſſary they ſhould be valid, and 
yet convenient for the diſcouragement of ſuch Ulurpations, that 
they ſhould not be thought valid, without a legal Confirmation, 
but what the neceſlity of Government makes: valid, is valid in - 
kf without any new Confirmation ; though the Reaſons .of 
State may make ſuch .a Confirmation uleful, 

The next thing he undertakes to anſwer is Baggot's Caſe, con- 
cerning the ray of his Patent of Naturalization graneey by 
' 67. , 


firmed by the Statute 1 


Hes. VI. who was only "de fafto; though it were not con- 
EIV. This be branches out into ſeveral 
great deal about it, bat nothing new : He 


| always takes San&tu Iry in his old Salvoes of the neceſlity of the 
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[thority co all thoſe Ads of a King de fatto, w 


Government and the preſumed Conſent of the King de jure, 


which have been” ſufficiently @onſidered already. © 
All that & ſhall conclude from this cafe (which I muſt take 


as he has repreſented ir) is this; that the neceflity of Govern- 
| pants (for beth the: Judges and Council nnadetitood 


chings better 
than to urge the preſumed conſent of the King de jure,) gives Au- 

fich are for the 
Admmiſtration of Juftice, and belong to Sovereign Powers ; 
and then by the ſame reaſon, they muſt juftifie” Subjects in' pay- 
ing Allegiance: to fuch Op 4 for this is neceſſary to: Govern- 
.ment- Our Author will allow this m all cafes, which are not 
againſt the Intereſt of che diſpe Prince ; but this 15 to al- 
low-nothing, for the very Poffeſſion of the Thirone, and every 
A& of Authority the King de fa#o does, is againſt the Intereſt 
of the King de jwre : But he feems all along to miſtake Gifts aud 
Grants, to the Diminution of the Crown (which they would not 
allow to ſtand good, when ——_— de jure revirned) for all 
Ads. againſt the Perſonal Right and Intereſt ' of the King de 
Jure';: But the Diminution of the Crown, and the Ripht of the Per- 
ſon; are very different things, as he will eafily ſee, when he con-. 

-1t again, - | | 

As for-che Statute -11, H. 7 which indemnifies Subjeas in 
Fighting for the King in poſleflion ; he diſputeg very largely 
abour it, but I can'at-preſent make only ſome ſhort Remarks on 
whar he ſays. | 

1. He obſerves, that it'is only ſaid in the Preamble, nor ena- 
Hed in'the Body of the Statute, that the Subjets ſhall be obliged to 
4-4" 1, 209" ro the King for the time being ; but whether a Pre- 
amble: be Law or no, 1t 15 an Authoritative Declaration of the- 
Law, and that 15 a ſufficient rule for Subjects ; and if 25. EJ. 3. 
concerns Kings-in Poſſeflion, it is enacted there. 

2. He will not allow this Preamble to be @ direF and poſitive De- 
daration of the Law ; becauſe the King only ſays, hat he calls to 
remembrance his Subjetts duty of Allepiance, 8c. But if the King 
and Parliament declare, that they remember, this is the duty of 
Allegiance, does not that declare their Opinion, that it is a duty 


/ as 


as effeually as can be done-in any other form of words; na 

ſomewhat more, for what they -remember, they. declare was G 
before, and-not made ſo now, merely by their Declaration; and 
what the Parliament ſuppoſes and takes far granted, it more ef- 
feftually declares | 
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" 3dly. He lays, what is laid down in the Preamble, is expreſly Pag. 28. 


falſe —— that it is not gy but againſt all Laws, Reaſon, 
and goed Conſcience, that the Subjetts going with their Sovereign 
Lord to Wars, any thing ſhould loſe or forfeit for doing this their true 
| Duty and Service of Allegiance ; Now if this be falſe, 1 know not. 
what can be true 15 the contrary to 4t true ? that 3t is agreeable 
ro. Law, Reaſon, and good Conſcience, that SubjoRts ſhould loſe. or 
forfeit any thing for Fighting for their King ? But tba is meant 
of Fighting for an Uſurper againſt their ng. And yet: 
here # not one word of Uſarper, or Lewful King, but our Sove- 
reign Lord, whom the Law requires us to own for our Sovereign;: 
and it 15 againſt Law, Reaſon, and good Conſcience, -that Sub- 
jeas ſhould ſuffer for Fighting for any Prince, whatever his Title 
be, whom the Law owns for Sovereign at that time: That Kings. 
and Parliaments az he urges, have attainted Subjeas upon ſuch. 
accounts, does not prove, that ic was not againſt Law and Rea» 
ſon and good Conſaence to do ſo; and it ſeems H. 4. who. 
had-done this himſelf, was, now convinced of it, and took-care- 
to provide it ſhould be ſo no more: I am ſure my Lord Bacen 
ſays this Law was rather juft than legal; and therefore owned the 
Rogien pad good Conſcience of. it, though. he demurred about 
_ the. legality. ? B01 + Py 

But our Author will be ſo liberal, as to grant, that all chis 
were the Body of the Statute and a dire Law; then it is plain, 
chat Subjets might by Law Fight for the King in Poſſeflion, 
and their Allegiance would oblige them to it. No, he ſays, ir- 
will remain to be conſidered, whether the: Statute can be looked. upon. 
as valid and: obligatory ; and he thinks it is not. | 

I. Becauſe it was made by an Uſurper, and by an \Ulurpers Par- 
lament. This is a- bold ſtroke to call Her. VIE an Ulurper 
who had ſo many Titles, and no Title ſet up againſt him ; and. 
to queſtion the Authority of a Pasliament, called by the. Wrie: 
of a King in Poſſeflion; and to deny the validity of Acts of 
Parliament made by Ulurpers, when our Statute Books are full. 
of them, and they are owned good and yalid Laws. PR 
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Kings gave-their conſent to-this Law or not, it is ſufficient, they 


have noe repealed it ; but what he urges, rhat it ba; beem in of- 


felt declered null and woid, I doubt will not paſsamong our Law- 
yers to. be equivalent to a repeal ; for I never yet heard, that an 
2d haha aled by conſequence; bur let us 
ar, how ſubſequent Kings | rect « 
ed-it null et: anda thought of two ways for this. 


Queen {Mary's time, who:was ſent with an Army agai /f 2. Mary 
b ela Conc and « Warrant under the Great 5% bebalf -of 
ween Jane. © © Ny OE 
2. Their laying a contrary obligation on the Conſciences of Subjet ; 
which he pony by, the Afts concerning the Succeflion ts b? 
Hen... and the Oath of Allegiance. Now I am'apt to think 
he'is miſtaken in this matter, becauſe after all this was done, my 
Lord Coke, and other. great Judges and Lawyers, have taken this 
for 'a very good Law,. and therefore did not think, that it was 
in effe-declared+.null and-void. As for the condernnation of 
the:Duke of Northamberland, ic was either reconcileable with this 
Law, or it was not ; if it were, I ſuppoſe it did 'not iv. effe&. de- 
elare it null and woid; it 1t were not, it was a Sentence againſt 


Law ; 'and I never heard, that an Illegal Sentence did either Re- 
peal a Law, or.declare it void. As for the Aats of Succeflion  . 


- . made by Hen: VIII. and the Oath of Allegiance, tho ſome Men, 


if they pleaſe, may expound them ſo as to contradict the Starute ' 


_ of 11 Hen. VII: yet they being ſubſequent Laws, made withoutre- 
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ing that former Scatute, it ſeems moſt reaſonable to me, that 
eir Senſe and: Interpretation ſhould be limited by that former 
unrepealed Statute; for if thoſe Kings 'and Parliaments had in- 
tended to-lay any obligation upon Subj 
enacted by that Law, they would have repealed ir; for a former 
and unrepealed: Law muſt lim the Interpretation” 
Laws, unleſs we will allow the Laws to contradict each other. 
- -'This'is all-in our Author, that ſtrictly concerns Law; for-in 
what follows he proceeds to diſpute againſt the Law, from Prin- 
iples of Reaſon and Religion, and to prove, that iti» 19 be look- 
ed upon in it ſelf null and woid mi reſpet of the matter of 'it, ho 'it 


as 


wh hid whether ſubſequen lawful 


Parliament: have in effet declar- 


ling expreſly contrary to the letter of this 
Law:3:wiz. inithe' Artainder of -the Duke of Northumberland in 


SubjeRs, contrary to any thing 
ſubſequence 


were granted, that this Statute was made by & Legal Amthority,,aud 
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has food ever ſince unrepealed. Now this is what I at firſt ſuſpe- 
| they would not Rand to-the determination of the Law | 
in this matter, \and*then- why do they trouble- themſelves. and 
the World about Law, if nothing ſhall paſs for a good Law, 
which: they don't like ? : | 

IF our Author carefully conſider what I have already diſcour- 
ſed, I hope: he will find a ſatisfactory anſwer to all his follow-; 
ing objettions ;\ or at leaſt ſuch Principles, as will enable a-Man- 
of a great deal. leſs skill than: he has ro anſwer them all: 

But tho1 am in great haſt to conclude, I ſhall ftop a little to+ 
examine the two Reaſons he gives to prove: that Statute 11. 
Hen. VII. which indemnifies Subjeats for Fighting:for a King in- 
Poſſeflion to- be a void Law with reſpe& to the Matter, chough 
the Authority that made.it be allowed good, wiz. For it either d;- _ 


weſts the Lawful King of bis Right to the Crown, and gives it to Pig. 27- 


the Uſurper, or it ſtill reſerves his Right to him, but yet notwith- 
ſtanding, orders the Subjes to obey and ſtand by the King in Poſſe(- 
{ion : Now a very ſhort anſwer will ſerve for this. For, 

I- The Law does not deny his Legal Right to the Crown, 
but yet may reaſonably deny him to be King, when he is out of” 
Poſſeflion. For a- King is- he, who actually adminiſters the Go- 
vernment with a Regal Authority ; not he, who has right to do - 
4t, but is kept from kis Right, ſuch a Prince may retain-the Ti- 
tle of King, but he has nothing elſe. - 

2. When ſuch-a Caſe happens, it is not ſo unjuſt or unreaſon- - 
able, as to: make it a void Law, to order-Subjetts to obey and ſtand 
by the King in Poſſeſſion : For the King has no Right but by Law, . 
and then the Law may determine how far his Right ſhall ex- 
tend; and if the King himſelf by the advice, conſent, and au- 
thority of the Eſtates of the Realm (conſidering: how ofcen ſuch » 
caſes happen, that a Prince who has no legal Right gets Pofle(-- 
fjon of- the Throne, and what deſolations the diſputes of Princes - 
occaſion, and how impoflible it is for Subjects to avoid Fighting / 
for*the King in Poſſeſſion ſhould think fit, for the ſecurity of - 
the Government and Publick Peace, to bind the Allegiance of: 
SubjeRs to the Poſleflion of the Throne, what iniquity 1s there- 
in this Law ? why-may not a legal Right be bounded and limi- 
ted by Laws ? Why may not the Supreme Authority of the Na-- 
_tion make the beſt Proviſion they can to preſerve the Govern-- 
ment, to ſecure the Lives and Fortunes, and to eaſe = 'Con+ 

Os CIENCE$ > 


ſciences of Subjes;, in ſuch: rovolutions.-as no. Right and no 
Laws can'prevent ? Since humane: Governments will not always 
proceed/1n regular Methods, ; provifienal: Laws, which: are .exce- 
yoney! from the Conſtitution; bur neceſſary in ſuch junfires, 
eem to me to be highly reaſonable. | 
Thus I have fairly repreſented what my thaughts are about 


ol 


_ this matter, and have taken all due care; neither-to-impole. upon 


my ſelf nor others by ſome litle fallacies, nor. to provoke any 
ſort of Men with hard'words: If what have faid, do not make 
other Men'of my mind; yet I hope it may fatisfie them, that I 
have ſomething to'ſay for my ſelf, and that it is. poſlible,, I may 
.be.an honeſt Man ftill, tho they may think me miſtaken. 
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